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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE print elsewhere orders which have been made for closing 
the courts and offices of the Supreme Court and of the county 
courts on the 9th of August next, the day of the Coronation. 


Ir appears from the statement of the president at the recent 
meeting of the Incorporated Law Society that the question of an 
inquiry as to the operation in London of the system of compulsory 
registration of title is to be raised on the vote for the Land 
Registry—we believe by Mr. Burcuzr, K.C.,M.P. If such an 
inquiry should be granted, which does not seem probable, care 
will have to be taken to obtain an undertaking that the com- 
mittee or commissioners shall be fairly selected, so as not to 
consist wholly of persons already pledged in favour of the 
system. 





Tux vore of thanks to Sir Henry Fow er for his conduct as 
president during the past year, which was passed at the meeting 
of the Incorporated Law Society last week, was a well-deserved 
innovation on the ordinary practice. The only doubt anyone 
had about his appointment as president was, whether, with his 
multifarious engagements, he could find time to attend to the 
important duties of that office—whether he would not become 
one of the ‘‘ sleeping partner” presidents who have not been 
unknown in the past. As a matter of fact, he has proved an 
active and efficient head of the society, guiding and controlling 
the ordinary routine affairs with the autocratic hand of a strong 
man, making himself fully conversant with every question which 
arose, and bringing to the consideration of the course to be 
taken the sta ike qualities which have given him so much 
success in political life. He has in fact ruled the Incorporated 
Law Society as, some years ago, he ruled India. 





Ir 1s much to be regretted that the announcement which 
appeared some time ago, that the Lord Chief Justice and Mr. 
Justice Braxam were to leave for South Africa on the 9th of 
August was not accompanied by a statement that they were 

oing as members of a Royal Commission on Martial Law 
Bentuaee. Apart from this, the departure of the head of the 
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King’s Bench Division and one of his brethren before the end of 
the sittings appeared to be an example of somewhat evil 
augury. As it is, we do not understand why the journey could 
not have been postponed till after the end of the sittings; but 
we must be thankful that the work of the commission will 
take place during the Long Vacation, and that two judges will 
not be withdrawn from the courts on Government business in the 
midst of thesittings. Let us hope that they will return in time 
for the Michaelmas sittings. 





AN ESTEEMED correspondent has suggested to us that our note 
last week (ante, p. 642) on the changes which are made by the 
new R. S.C. in order 80 gives a wrong impression of the effect of 
the alteration made in rule 2. That rule has hitherto provided 
that “upon the hearing of the summons hong directions] the 
the court or a judge shall, so far as is practicable, make such order 
as may be just with respect to all the interlocutory proceedings 
to be taken in the action before the trial.’’ It is now directed 
that this rule shall be read as though the words “ interlocutory ” 
and “before the trial” were left out, and we drew the not 
unnatural inference that the order made on the summons 
now applies to all the proceedings to be taken in the 
action without limit. But the inference, though perhaps 
in theory correct, leaves out of account a change in 
rule 5 of the same order to which our correspondent 
calls attention. In practice, of course, the order on 
the summons is not made all at once at the first hearing. 
It has to be supplemented on subsequent occasions as the 
course of the action develops, and to avoid taking out a 
succession of fresh summonses, rule 5 provides that applica- 
tions subsequent to the original summons shall be made 
under that summons by notice. Had this remained unchanged, 
our comment, as our correspondent admits, would have been 
correct. But it has been altered by inserting the words ‘‘and 
before judgment” after ‘‘ original summons,” and the effect is 
that applications for directions made after judgment cannot 
be made under the original summons for directions, but must 
be made under fresh summonses. We understand that revenue 
considerations are responsible for this restriction on the utility 
of the original summons, and in practice an order on the 
summons will only embrace matters up to judgment, notwith- 
standing the apparent generality of rule 2. It would have been 
more convenient if the real effect of the change had been 
embodied in rule 2. At present it is the object of rule 5, as 
altered, to take away part of the facilities just offered in rule 2. 





In THE recent divorce case of Ashcroft v. Ashcroft and 
Roberts an order was made on the husband to secure to his 
guilty wife a weekly sum of money dum casta ct sola; and 
although a decree nist was duly granted, the decree absolute is 
suspended till security is given. On behalf of the husband it 
was argued that, as no misconduct of any sort was proved against 
him, he should not be ordered to support a guilty wife after 
divorce ; and it was pressed upon the court that at common law 
a husband is not bound to support a guilty wife, and that the 
court has never compelled him to make her an allowance unless 
he has been in some way in default. The power of the court 
to make such an order depends on section 32 of the Divorce Act, 
1857. Under that section the court “may, if it shall think 
fit,” on pronouncing any decree for dissolution of the marriage, 
order the husband to secure an allowance to the wife. The 
court, therefore, has an absolute discretion to order such 
allowance to be made whether the husband is the innocent or 
the guilty party. Now, by section 31, where a petitioning 
husband has been guilty of adultery, cruelty, desertion, or “ of 
such wilful neglect or misconduct as has conduced to the 
adultery,” the court has discretion to either grant or refuse a 
deeree. As a general rule, it has only been in cases where 
the court has to exercise this discretion that it has, 
as a condition of granting a decree, ordered the husband to 
provide for the guilty wife. It is clear, however, that 
the discretion of the court to order such allowance is not limited 
by the statute to such cases, and that the court should consider 
the circumstances of each case entirely cn its own merits. In 
the recent case the parties had been married for over twenty 





years and there were several children of the marriage. The 
wife, also, was in bad health and quite without means. If no 
sort of provision were made for her, she apparently would have 
to go to the workhouse or starve. In such circumstances it 
seems only right and proper that the court should have power to 
compel a man, who is able so to do, to make some provision for 
the mother of his own children, even where he cannot 
be in any way blamed for her misconduct. This 
was the view taken by the court, and probably few 
will question the reasonableness and justice of the decision. 
The case, however, does seem to go somewhat beyond 
reported cases on the subject. One of the nearest is 
Lander vy. Lander (1891, P. 161). In this case the wife had been 
in a lunatic asylum for a short time, and after her discharge 
the husband and wife lived apart by arrangement. For over 
ten years, however, before the petition, the husband had held 
no communication whatever with his wife, and although his 
conduct could not be said to have conduced to her adultery, 
he had undoubtedly done nothing whatever to protect her or 
look after her in any way. The recent case, therefore, goes 
further than this, and will probably become a precedent. There 
are a good many divorce cases disposed of by the court in which 
it is obvious that the divorced woman is left entirely without 
support. Where she is unable to work, and where the husband 
is able to make some small provision for her, it is submitted that 
such orders might well be more numerous than they are, especially 
when the marriage has subsisted for a considerable time, and 
there are children. 





An INnQuEST has just been concluded concerning the death of 
a lady who was killed by the fall of a coping stone from over the 
portico of All Souls Church, Langham-place, while she was await- 
ing the arrival of the Queen on her way to the Royal Botanic 
Gardens. It appeared that the street had been decorated with 
flags in honour of the visit of her Majesty to the Coronation 
Bazaar, and that these flags were supported by a rope 
fastened to the coping stone and carried across the 
street to the Langham Hotel. The jury found a _ ver- 
dict of accidental death, and added that in their opinion 
sufficient care had not been taken in affixing the rope to 
the structure. The evidence given by the district surveyor at 
the inquest is of particular interest. He stated that there was 
no local control over the fixing of decorations across a street. 
Anyone might throw a dozen ropes across the roadway and 
weight them as he liked and no one could interfere. This 
statement of the law was probably founded upon the case 
of Wandsworth Board of Works v. The United Telephone 
Co. (18 Q. B. D. 904). In that case the telephone 
company had placed wires fixed to the chimneys of certain 
houses, and, therefore, above the level of the roof of the houses, 
and passed them diagonally across a street, the owners of the 
houses making no objection. The district board of works 
applied for an injunction to restrain the company from 
retaining the wires over or across the street except in cases 
where they had received the plaintiffs’ consent. At the trial 
the judge held that the wires were not a nuisance to the high- 
way, and that, apart from the question of property, the 
plaintiffs were not entitled to have them removed; that 
the evidence shewed that they were in good condition, and not 
likely to cause any danger to the public, though a violent storm 
might possibly blow them down. In these circumstances the 
Court of Appeal held that the rights of the plaintiffs depended 
upon section 36 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, by 
which streets being highways are vested in, and placed under 
the management of, the district board. The court thought 
that this section did not pass any property in that part 
of the air in which the wires were placed, but ooly the 
ordinary space occupied by men or things. which use the 
street as a street. The injunction was therefore refused. The 
inconvenience resulting from this decision is shewn by the 
preamble to the London Overhead Wires Act, 1891, which states 
as a fact that the number of wires and cables placed 
overhead within the administrative county of London 
has increased, and is increasing, and such wires and cables 
are subject to no efficient system of control or regulation. 
The Act empowers the county council to make bye-laws 





od 
- 


'Oorresey® 


Qe0re 


—aerTwrw weVF FP SB Se 8S &@ Pe 


July 26, 1902. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 46.] 659 








for the control and regulation of these wires, but by the 
interpretation clause the expression “wire” includes any 
wire, conductor or cable, and any support or attachment thereto 

laced over any street. We may assume that no regulations 
could be made under this Act dealing with the placing of flags 
or decorations over a street. But it would seem that the time 
has arrived for arming the boroughs or urban authorities with 
larger powers than they possess, so that every reasonable pre- 
caution may be taken against the occurrence of accidents similar 
to that which was the subject of the inquest. 





THE RECENT lengthy trial of Worcester Royal Porcelain Co, 
(Limited) v. Locke § Co. (Limited) (18 Times Law Reports, 
712), which will doubtless be known in the future as the 
‘* Worcester China case,” has served to put the law concerning 
trade-names in a clearer light than it before enjoyed. It is 
thirty years since the House of Lords, and Lord Wesrsury in 
particular, formulated the value of the secondary meaning in 
connection with a particular manufacture which such a 
geographical name as ‘‘ Glenfield” could come to have: 
Wotherspoon v. Currie (L. R. 5 H. L. 508). Subsequently 
the right of particular persons first using such a trade 
denomination has been protected from invasion in respect 
of names like ‘‘Stone Ales,” “Reading,” ‘ Yorkshire 
Relish,” ‘ Hunyadi,” and ‘‘ Dindigul.” Similarly, in this 
case of the “ Worcester China,” an injunction has been 
granted on the footing that the Royal Porcelain Works at 
Worcester are exclusively entitled to the use of the names 
“ Worcester China,” ‘‘ Worcester Ware,” and “ Worcester” in 
connection with these particular goods. But the case calls for 
special attention by reason of the historical facts to which Byrne, 
J., applied the law in his considered judgment. It appeared, in 
the first ye. that ever since the plaintiffs’ original predecessor 
happened, in 1751, to found the first factory at Worcester, there 
has been nothing indigenous to the city or county of that name 
to which the china has owed its merits. The costliest piece 
of ‘*Old Worcester” for which connoisseurs vie at Christie’s 
owes nothing to the soil or water of Worcester for its 
ingredients. What has given the name its weight and enabled 
it to carry a recommendation to purchasers has been the per- 
sonal merits of the manufacturers of the goods. Similarly, 
‘‘ Worcester China ’’ has never been confined to any special types 
but has included specimens of all classes of such wares and all 
descriptions of design, subjects, and colouring ; it was held, 
notwithstanding, that the plaintifis were entitled to relief. 
Secondly, they were held to be none the less entitled by the 
fact that at different periods since 1786 there had been some- 
times two, and sometimes three, distinct manufactories and firms 
independently engaged in the china manufacture at Worcester. 
The plaintiffs appeared to represent all these firms in succession, 
but, apart from this, it was successfully contended on their 
behalf that the right for which they sought protection was 
privati juris and complete in itself. Instances of injunctions 
being granted where not all the persons entitled to the “ exclusive 
right’ were joined as parties are to be found in Dent v. Turpin 
(2J. & H. 139) and Southorn v. Reynolds (12 L. T. N. 8. 75). 
It only remains to add that the defendants strenuously urged 
that the addition to the word ‘‘ Worcester ” of the word “‘ Royal,” 
which had been adopted by the plaintiffs long before the business 
of the defendants commenced, was at least good evidence that 
the plaintiffs did not regard “ Worcester” as a synonym for 
their goods and that they were conscious that ‘“ Worcester” 
did not denote their make and their make alone. But such cases 
as Wilkinson v. Griffiths (8 R. P. C. 370) and Stegert v. Findlater 
(7 Ch. D. 801) shew that the right in the shorter and de facto 
title which enjoys the secondary meaning is not thereby impaired, 
and Byrne, J., held that this was so, pointing out that in the 
“Stone Ale ” case, Montgomery v. Thompson (1891, A. O. 217), the 
name of ‘‘ Joule & Company ”’ was generally associated with the 
trade name there in question. 





A supemenr of considerable interest and no little ingenuity 
has been delivered by Bucktey, J., ia Re Anglo-French Explora- 
tion Co. ( Times, 21st inst.) with reference to reduction of capital, 
but it may be questioned whether it does not take too narrow a 


view of the Companies Act, 1877. The Act of 1867 by section 
9 empowers a company generally “ to reduce its capital,” sub- 
ject to the requirement of obtaining an order of the court, but 
in the bbw Vale Co.’s case (4 Ch. D, 827) it was held by Jzsszt, 
M.R., that the Act only allowed reduction in respect of the 
amount unpaid on shares, not of the amount paid up. To 
overrule this decision the Act of 1877 expressly enacted tha‘ the 
power to reduce capital conferred by the earlier Act should 
“include a power to cancel any lost capital, or any — 
unrepresented by available assets, or to pay off any capital which 
may be in excess of the wants of the company.” The first two 
of these cases are, of course, the same. Oapital which is unrepre- 
sented by available assets is lost. So that in effect the 
Act of 1877 deals specifically with two cases where a 
reduction is desired in respect of paid-up capital. Either it is 
lost and the balance-sheet of the company is burdened with a 
balance representing a deficit, which in practice, though not in 
theory, prevents the payment of a dividend ; or the capital 
is existing, but is in excess of the company’s requirements. In 
either of these cases, therefore, it is clear that the court can 
sanction a reduction of capital, and in the latter case the reduction 
will be accompanied by a return of capital to the shareholders. 
But is the power of reducing paid-up capital confined to these two 
cases? In Re Anglo-French Exploration Co, the scheme was that 
founders’ shares should be cancelled by a reduction of capital 
under an order of the court, and that in consideration of this 
cancelling the holders should be allowed to subscribe at par for 
other shares which were about to be issued. Thus the first part 
of the scheme, with which alone the court was immediately con- 
cerned, involved simply the extinction of share capital, without 
proof that assets had been lost, and without any return of capital 
to the shareholders. Buckey, J., held that this was not allowable, 
for the reason that the Act of 1877, by specifically giving power 
to cancel lost capital or to return paid-up capital, impliedly 
forbids the writing off of capital which is neither lost nor 
returned ; and he justified the result on the ground that the 
reduction of the item of capital on the one side of the balance- 
sheet without any corresponding reduction of the assets on the 
other side would increase the credit balance, and so upset the 
equilibrium of the balance-sheet. With deference to the 
learned judge, the argument does not seem to be convincing. 
It may be, of course, that the statutory power is to be restricted 
in the manner indicated. This is a matter of the construction 
of the statutes, and does not rest on any considerations based 
on the effect of reduction of capital on the balance-sheet. But 
the fact that the credit balance is increased does not appear 
to be any reason for refusing to sanction a reduction of the 
capital item. It by no means follows that the credit balance 
can be at once distributed to the shareholders in dividends, 
and it is not plain how such a reduction is more prejudicial 
to creditors than where capital is lost or is returned. Primd 
facie it would seem to be less prejudicial. Mr. Justice Buoxtey, 
however, considered that the end aimed at might be attained by 
first issuing new shares to the holders of the founders’ shares, 
to be subscribed and paid for in the usual way, with a subse- 
quent cancelling of the founders’ shares, and the petition stood 
over with liberty to amend. But it may be suggested that the 
amended scheme, when it comes to be worked out, will present 
exactly the same difficulty which was deemed fatal to the 
original scheme. 





Tur case of Molineaux v. London, Birmingham, and Manchester 
Insurance Co, (Times, 22nd inst.) appears to involve an important 
departure from the doctrine which has hitherto prevailed with 
respect to the liability of directors for their qualification shares. 
“Tam one of those,” said Linprey, L.J., in Re Wheal Buller 
Consols (36 W. R. 725, 38 Ch. D., p. 50), “who think that the 
law on this subject is not on a satisfactory —e and that it 
would be just for a person who acts as director to be held liable 


for the shares without which he had no right to act, but that 
does not enable us to infer an agreement to take them.” Since 
the date of that decision a form of article has been introduced 
which provides that a director shall be deemed to have agreed 
to take his qualification shares, and it has been held that such 
an article is effectual to fix the director with liability (/saac’s case, 





40 W. R. 518; 1892, 2 Ch, 158); but apart from such 
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article, it does not seem to have been held that a director 


incurs liability by accepting office. To a certain extent the 
case has been met by section 2 of the Companies Act, 1900, 
under which a director must file with the registrar a contract to 
take from the company and pay for his qualification shares. 
But the section is limited in its operation, and in particular it 
does not apply to companies registered before the commence- 
ment of the Act. In the present case, however, Cozens-Harpy, 
L.J., in delivering the judgment of the Court of Appeal, has 
laid down the principle that a person who accepts an appoint- 
ment as director, knowing that the holding a certain number 
of shares is a necessary qualification, and acts as director, must 
be held to have contracted with the company that he will with- 
in a reasonable time obtain the requisite shares, either by 
transfer from existing shareholders, or directly from the com- 
pany; and if he has not obtained the shares within a reasonable 
time from the public, the company are authorized to put him on 
the register in respect of the shares, The report before us does 
not give the terms of the article by which the requirement of 
qualification shares was imposed, but it will be seen that this 
statement of the law is quite general and does not rest upon any 
such special article as was before the court in Jsaac’s case (supra) ; 
and it seems that the Court of Appeal have taken the step 
which was considered to be inadmissible in Re Wheal Buller 
Consols (supra). The implied contract to acquire the shares 
arises solely from the fact that the articles require a qualifi- 
cation, and that the director accepts office and acts with know- 
ledge of this fact. 





An ImporTANT decision with reference to the acquisition of 
easements of support has been given by the Court of Appeal 
(Romer and Sriatine, L.JJ., Vavenan Wittiams, L.J., diss.) 
in Union Lighterage Co, v. London Graving Dock Co. (Times, 22nd. 
inst.). Ata time when certain riverside premises were in the 
same ownership a graving dock was constructed on the eastern 
part, and the dock was supported by rods or ties which were 
carried for some fifteen feet under the surface of the western 
part, which was a wharf, and there fastened to piles. This was 
done about 1861. In 1877 the owners conveyed the wharf 
portion to the plaintiffs, who have since carried on business 
there. The conveyance reserved no right of support for the 
dock, which was at first retained by the owners. In 1886 it was 
sold and was subsequently acquired by the defendants. Until 
1900, when excavations were made, the officials of the plaintiff 
company were not aware of the existence of the rods, and 
they have claimed that the dock is not entitled to any 
right of support from the wharf. The defendants, on 
the other hand, have claimed a right of support either by 
implied reservation upon the grant of the wharf in 1877, or by 
virtue of an easement acquired by prescriptive enjoyment. Both 
of these grounds of claim, however, were attended with consider- 
able difficulty. It is well settled that if a grantor of land wishes 
to reserve an easement in his own favour he must do so 
expressly. A grantee may take without express grant quasi- 
easements which have been enjoyed with the property granted, 
but to allow a corresponding privilege to the grantor would be 
an infringement of the rule that a man shall not derogate from 
his own grant. There is an exception, however, in the case of 
easements of necessity; and, moreover, where there are 
reciprocal easements enjoyed for the benefit of both parts of the 
land, these continue after the grant: Wheeldon v. Burrows (12 
Ch. D. 31). In the present case the easement claimed 
was not reciprocal, nor, in the opinion of the court, was it 
an easement of necessity. The rods, indeed, were, as 
STIRLING, L.J., pointed out, essential to the enjoyment of the 
dock in its existing condition, but this was a matter of conveni- 
ence only, not of necessity. The dock, by alteration, was 
capable of use without them. Hence no reservation of the 
easement could be implied under the conveyance of 1877. And 
the claim to the acquisition of an easement of support by pre- 
scription was subject to the objection that the enjoyment had 
not been open. How far the enjoyment of an easement must 
be known to the owner of the land against which it is claimed 
was the subject of much discussion in Dalton v. Angus (6 App. 
Cas. 740). In the present case Romer, L.J., stated the 


principle to be that a prescriptive right to an easement over a 





man’s land can only be acquired where the enjoyment has been 
open—that is to say, of such a character that an ordinary owner 
of the land, diligent in the protection of his interests, would 
have, or must be taken to have, a reasonable opportunity of 
becoming aware of that enjoyment.” The plaintiffs had had no 
such opportunity of becoming aware of the existence of the 
underground rods, and hence against them the right of support 
had not been acquired. 





Tue supement of Byrnz, J., last week in Holloway Bros, 
(Limited) v. Hill (reported elsewhere) deals with a question of 
considerable difficulty and importance—the extent to which 
lessees of a covenantor are liable under a covenant which pur- 
ports only to bind the covenantor and his assigns. In TZaite v, 
Gosling (27 W. R. 394, 11 Ch. D. 273), Fry, J., appears to 
have had no hesitation in holding that covenants entered into 
with reference to a building estate, purporting to bind and to 
be for the benefit of the various owners and their assigns, 
applied, both as to the. benefit and the burden, to the lessees of 
the owners. “The word ‘assign,’” he said, “ used in such a 
case as this includes a lessee in ordinary legal language, 
and no sufficient reason has been produced to shew that it ought 
not to have a similarly wide meaning here.” He recognized 
that underletting was not considered as an assignment of a lease, 
so as to be a breach of a covenant not to assign ; but he attributed 
this to the circumstance that the verb “assign,” as applied to 
leasehold property, had acquired the technical meaning of 
assigning the whole interest. No such construction had been 
established with reference to the word “‘assigns’’ in the expression 
“heirs and assigns,” and hence it was permissible to extend 
it to a person who took only part of the interest of the assignor. 
In Bryant v. Hancock (46 W. R. 386; 1898, 1 Q. B. 716), where 
it was a question of making a lessee liable for breach of a 
covenant against the acts of himself and his assigns on the 
ground of the conduct of his underlessee, the stricter construc- 
tion was adopted, and “assign” was held not to include the 
underlessee. Zaite v. Gosling was said to be a very special case 
turning upon the particular meaning of the word “ assign’’ in 
the particularcovenant. But it is to be noticed that a restrictive 
covenant is clearly meant to bind the land in whosesoever posses- 
sion it may be, and since it binds the successive possessors only on 
the equitable ground of notice, there is reason for taking a broad 
view of the matter, and for dismissing the word “ assigns ” from 
consideration. This, apparently, is what Mr. Justice Byrne 
has done in the present case. Upon a minute examination of 
the authorities he has held that the word “assigns” is not 
necessary in order to make the covenant binding in equity upon 
persons who take with notice under the covenantor, and if, in 
the absence of the word, the covenant would run with the land 
so as to affect a lessee, the mere addition of the word in the 
covenant will not be deemed as indicating an intention to 
exclude lessees because technically they are not assigns. His 
decision, therefore, does not go so far as to adopt the free con- 
struction of “ assigns,”’ which Fry, J., thought admissible in 
Taite v. Gosling, but, by shewing that the use of the word is 
superfluous, it has practically the same effect. A restrictive 
covenant, unless in some very special form, may be expected, 
therefore, to bind all persons taking the land with notice, 
whatever may be the duration of their interest. 





THE INTEREST in matters affecting the laws and government 
of the principal colonies of England has largely increased during 
the last few years, and a decision which has just been given 
upon the interpretation of the Australian Industrial Arbitration 
Act will be read with attention by those who have considered 
the recent discussions upon conduct and acts which constitute 
an interference with trade. In this case, Zhe Newcastle Wharf 
Labourers Union v. The Newcastle and Hunter River Steamship 
Co., the members of the plaintiff union, who under the new 
Act are required to appeal to the court instead of entering upon 
a strike, sought redress against the company. The company 
proposed to reduce the wages of its workmen, members of the 
union, and upon their refusal to accept the reduced rate, em- 
ployed other workmen who were not members of the union. The 
court appear to have hold that “so far as employer and em- 
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ployed who come within the scope of the Act are concerned, ex- 
isting terms and conditions of employment cannot be disturbed 
at the will of one party only. . This court is the sole 
arbiter of the fairness or justice of any proposed alterations in 
existing terms and conditions of employment.” The company 
were accordingly ordered to discharge their present hands and 
to take back the members of the union at the old rates and 
holidays which formerly prevailed. We shall await with 
interest a fuller report of this decision. 





Tux action taken at the instance of the Incorporated Law 
Society against the Treasurer and Ancients of New-inn has 
resulted in a sum of £55,000 being appropriated out of the 
purchase-money on the sale of the inn for the purposes 
of a scheme of legal education. The Council of the society 
are to be congratulated on this success, and it is to be 
hoped that the large sum appropriated will be more efficiently 
applied than some other gifts for the same purpose have been in 
the past. 








ON SOME MOOT POINTS IN SETTLEMENTS. 
I. 


Tux recent publication of the first volume of the Encyclopmdia of 
Forms and Precedents and of new editions of Mr. Wolsten- 
holme’s Forms and Precedents and of Key & Elphinstone’s 
Compendium affords an opportunity for discussing some of the 
questions which have to be considered by the practitioner in 
framing settlements. We not intend to discuss mere variations 
in the language used by these learned authors; we shall only 
discuss questions of substance, adding a word of warning that 
it is very dangerous for the inexperienced practitioner to use 
forms with which he is not well acquainted, and that he may 
fall into difficulty if he inserts a form taken from one these 
books into a draft framed according to another of them or 
according to Prideaux. 

Ought the Power of Advancement in Settlements or Wille of 
Personal Property to be Extended to Appointed Shares ?—Mr. 
Davipson expresses an opinion (3 Dav. Pre. 159) that the 
power of advancement would not in general apply to an 
appointed share, ‘‘ such a share being by the appointment, and 
so far as it extends, withdrawn from the settlement.” He adds 
that appointments in favour of infants should contain proper 
provisions for this purpose, and that the power of appointment 
should be framed so as to enable this to be done. In an 
article (38 Soxicrrors’ Journat, p. 248) we have discussed Mr. 


Davipson’s opinion, and have given reasons for thinking that | g 


it was incorrect, The late Mr. Kuy (see 2 K. & Elph. (4th 
ed.), p. 483, note d), expressed the same opinion as Mr, 
Davipson. It should be observed that, assuming Mr. 
Davipson’s view to be correct, if the power of advancement 
extends to children only, the very fact that the power is 
extended to issue shews conclusively that it can be exercised 
over the appointed shares, as no issue can become entitled to a 
share otherwise than by an appointment. Mr. WotsTenno.meE, 
the present editors of Key & Elphinstone, and the editors, 
of Prideaux shew that in their opinion the power of advance- 
ment extends to an appointed share, thus differing in opinion 
from Mr. Davison, as they extend the power of advancement 
to “issue,” 

There remains the question, is it expedient to extend the 
power to issue? If the settlement isin the usual form, where 
the wife is restrained from anticipation, and the power of 
appointment does not authorize the insertion of provisions for 
the advancement of the appointee, it will not be possible to 
make an advance to a grandchild of the marriage to whom a 
share is appointed, though, owing to the position of the family, 
this may be imperatively required. The result is that it is 
|g in all ordinary cases to extend the power of advancement 

issue. 

The Ultimate Trusts of a Wife's Fortune—In the ultimate 
trusts of a wife’s fortune it has hitherto been the practice to 
declare trusts, in default of appointment, for the person who would 
have been the wife’s statutory next-of-kin ‘had she died pos- 
sessed thereof intestate and without having been married.” 


Recent decisions, all of which are collected in Re Mare (1902, 2 
Ch. 112), and most of which are discussed in 38 Soxicrrors’ 
JourNAL 320, shew that this lan cannot be relied upon for , 
preventing an infant child who survives its mother from taking as 
next-of-kin, sothat if there is no child who attains twenty-one, &c., 
and the wife dies in her husband’s lifetime leaving an infant child 
who afterwards dies in its father’s lifetime, the latter takes. 
Mr. Wotsrennoime and the editors of the Key & Elphinstone 
concur in the method of remedying this defect in the clause, 
Mr, WoLsTENHOLME suggests that the words “ without leaving the 
said husband or any child of the said intended marriage sur- 
viving her” should be substituted for “ without having been 
married.” The editors of Key & Elphinstone use the same 
language as Mr. WoLsTENHOLME, but with the substitution of 
‘* issue ” for “child.” The difference between the forms is that 
if Mr. WotsTENnHoLMe’s form is used and no child attains twenty- 
one, &c., but a son marries and dies under twenty-one leaving issue 
who survive his mother, that issue will take, while if the 
form in Key & Elphinstone is used, the issue will not take. 
Probably, having regard to the inexpediency of a son marrying 
under twenty-one, the latter form will be found in practice to 
be the more useful. 

The. After-acquired Property Clause.—An objection has often 
been made to this provision on the ground that if the husband 
behaves badly to the wife, anything that she takes by will or 
gift from her own relations becomes bound by it, so that, if the 
settlement is in the ordinary form, he takes a life interest in 
remainder in it, and also that it is impossible to give to the wife 
property exceeding the limit stated in the covenant to be used 
as she should think fit. The method generally adopted of 
obviating the first difficulty was for the donor or testator to 
settle the property on the wife and her children excluding the 
husband. This was a most inconvenient course. It depended 
on the form of the covenant whether it was possible to agoid 
the second difficulty. A scheme (originally, we believe, suggested 
in the 5th ed. of Key & Elphinstone) for avoiding both these 
difficulties is to except from the operation of the covenant to settle 
the after-acquired property of the wife property as to which in 
the instrument by which it is acquired by the wife an intention 
is expressed that it should not be bound by the covenant. This 
provision has received the sanction of Mr. WotsTENHOLME (see 
p. 115), and the editors of the last edition of Prideaux (see 2 
Prid. 306); and therefore may be considered to have been 
adopted by the profession. A little difficulty, however, occurred 
in practice where the property given to the wife passed by entry 
in the bocks of the Bank of England or of a company, as no 
expression of intention could be inserted in the instrument of 
ift. It has therefore been suggested (see 2 Key & Elphin- 
stone (7th ed.), 514) that the expression of intention might be 
contained in a separate instrument signed by the donor. With 
this addition, the provision may with advantage be adopted for 
general use. 

The covenant for the settlement of the after-acquired property 
of the wife generally contains a provision that where that 
property is a life interest only it shall belong to the wife for her 
separate use, with a restraint on anticipation. It will be 
observed that itis, therefore, impossible for the wife to bind her- 
self to pay to a child any part of the income derived from a life 
estate becoming bound by the covenant. This inability to 
provide for a child has been found to give rise to great 
difficulties where land was devised after the marriage to the 
wife in strict settlement, and on the eldest son coming of age 
it was desired to make a resettlement, as the son’s advisers 
properly refused to consent on his behalf to cut down his 
interest as tenant in tail to a mere life interest without having an 
income provided for him during his mother’s lifetime, saying, 
with great force, that if he did not resettle the property, he 
could, on taking out a policy, payable in case he died before 
his mother, be able to borrow on easy terms enough to live 
upon during her life, while if he cut down his interest to a life 
estate only, the terms on which he could borrow money would 
be more onerous. In order to obviate this inconvenience it is 
suggested (2 Key & Elphinstone, 515, note) that power should 
be given to the wife to assign to any child who attains twenty- 
one part of her life estate ming settled by virtue of the 
covenant. While we think that this suggestion might work 
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successfully, we are unable to say how far it has been adopted 
in practice. 

Provisions for a Future Marriage.—Sometimes power is given 
to the husband or wife to settle part of the property comprised 
in a marriage settlement of personalty on an after-taken wife 
or husband or on the children of a future marriage. Sometimes 
in a strict settlement executed on marriage power is given to the 
husband to jointure a future wife, or to charge portions for his 
children by her. It will be found that two forms are used ; 
sometimes the power is made exerciseable “if the said A. 
shall survive the said B. and marry again,”’ and at other times “ if 
the said A. shall marry again.” In the great bulk of cases it 
is quite immaterial which of these forms is employed, for it will 
be observed that in ordinary cases neither of the spouses can 
marry again in the lifetime of the other. But the difference 
between these two forms becomes material if a divorce takes 
place. Assuming that the settlement is not varied by the court 
under the powers conferred on it by statute, if the power is in 
the former form, it does not become exercisable on divorce, the 
donee, however innocent, cannot exercise it till his or her 
original spouse is dead; but if the power is in the latter 
form, it becomes exercisable immediately after the divorce. 
We have heard it alleged, and maintained with much 
warmth, that it is immoral to confer a power the exercise 
of which will be accelerated by divorce. The persons who 
hold these views appear to forget the wide powers the 
court has of varying settlements in the case of divorce. It 
should be noticed that in the present state of the authorities 
(Cartwright v. Cartwright, 3 D. M. & G. 982; H. v. W., 3 
K. & J, 882; and Cocksedge v. Cocksedge, 14 Sim. 1, 244) it is not 
possible to make an express bargain in a settlement as to what 
is to be done in case a divorce should take place. On the other 
hand, as is pointed out in Marlborough v. Marlborough (1901, 1 
Ch. 164), it is doubtful whether, if a guilty husband who has 
been divorced marries again, the making by him of a provision 
for his wife and children would be contrary to public policy. 

The authority given to the court to deal with property in 
the case of divorce is contained in two statutes. By the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), the court, if 
it pronounces a sentence of divorce or judicial separation for 
adultery of the wife, has power to make a settlement of her 
property for the benefit of the innocent party and the children 
of the marriage, or either, or any, of them. . By section 5 of the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. ec. 61), the court is 
empowered, after a final decree for nullity or dissolution of 
marriage, to make such orders as it may think fit with 
reference to the whole or part of the settled property, 
either for the benefit of the children of the marriage 
or of their respective parents, as the court shall think fit. 
The authorities shew that where a power of appointment in 
favour of an after-taken husband and the children of a future 
marriage is vested in an innocent wife ‘‘if she survives the 
guilty husband and marries again’’ the court will not, at all 
events if there are any children of the marriage who may become 
entitled to the fund, vary the settlement by allowing the power 
to be exercised during the life of the guilty husband (Pollard v. 
Pollard, 1894, P. 172), and that, on the other hand, where a 
similar power is vested in a guilty wife, she will not be re- 
strained from exercising it in favour of any husband whom she 
may marry after the death of the husband who divorced her or 
in favour of avy children born after his death: Noel v. Noel 
(10 P. 178). 

Where the powers under consideration are powers of charging 
jointures and portions, they are usually limited in amount, so that 
if the husband is guilty, no very serious harm will be done if the 
settlement is not varied, and we are not aware of any case in 
which a settlement has been varied so as to hinder a guilty 
husband from jointuring a woman whom he marries in the life- 
time of the wife who has divorced him, or from appointing 
portions to his children by her. 

_ On the whole, it appears to be expedient to give powers of 
jointuring and charging portions to the donee “if he marries 
again.” It will-be observed that if he is innocent, it would be 
very hard to prevent him from exercising the powers, as if the 
settled estate formed the bulk of his fortune, the only manner 
in which he could provide for an after-taken wife and his 


children by her would be by exercising them, and if he is 
guilty, the court could in a proper case restrain him from 
exercising them to the injury of the children by the first 
marriage. 

The case where both the husband and wife have “Sto ona 
future marriage to withdraw partof the settled personalty requires 
further consideration. Let us take a simple case. Suppose that 
the husband and also the wife is authorized to withdraw one-half 
of the property settled by him or her on a future marriage. 
Then the innocent party can, on marrying, withdraw half of 
his or her fortune, and if the settlement is varied in the usual 
manner, the guilty party will, if he or she survives the innocent 
party, be able to deal in the like manner with his or her 
fortune, so that the result may be that the children of 
the first marriage will only take one half of the entirety 
of the settled property. While, if the power is con- 
ferred on the survivor of the husband and wife, the 
children will take the entirety of the property settled by 
whichever of them dies before the other, and will take one 
moiety of the property settled by the survivor. It appears, 
therefore, to be expedient in this case to give the power to the 
survivor of the husband and wife. Where, however, the power 
of withdrawal is conferred on one only of the spouses, the case 
is different, and it appears expedient to confer it ‘if he or 
she marries again.” In this case, if the donee of the power is 
innocent, the children will take the entirety of the property 
settled by the spouse who is not the donee of the power, and 
must, whether the donee is innocent or guilty, take one-half of 
the property settled by the donee. 


(To be continued.) 








COMPENSATION IN RESPECT OF RESTRICTIVE 
COVENANTS. 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal (Corts, M.R., and 
Martuew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) last week in Long Haton 
Recreation Grounds Co. v. Midland Railway Co. ( Times, 16th inst.) 
follows the principle which-was laid down in Kirby v. Harrogate 
School Board (1896, 1 Ch. 437) with respect to compensation in 
respect of restrictive covenants affecting land acquired by a 
public company under the powers of the Linds Clauses Act. 
The right to compensation must be looked for, as is well kaown, 
in section 68 of the Lands Ciauses Act, 1845, which deals with 
the case of lands being injuriously affected by the execution of 
public works. The general priociples which govern the con- 
struction of the section were settled many years ago by a series 
of decisions of the House of Lords, and one of them—the rule 
that the injury in respect of which compensation is claimed 
must be due to the execution of the works as distinguished from 
their subsequent use—has incurred considerable criticism lately 
in connection with tube railways. In the case of the new rail- 
ways of this kind which are now under consideration in Parlia- 
ment it is probable that the rule will be modified, and that it 
will be possible for neighbouring landowners, none of whose 
land is taken, to claim compensation for damage due to the user 
of the railway, provided the claim is made within two years of 
the railway being opened. A clause to this effect has been 
inserted in the Bills by the Select Committees. In cases where 
the user of the railway injuriously affects land not taken, but 
other adjacent land of the same owner is taken, such a clause is 
not required, for the ordinary rule is then relaxed, and the right 
of the owner in respect of the land not taken is, by a somewhat 
curious refinement, not restricted to damages in respect of the 
execution of the works. He has, for instance, a right to claim 
compensation for injury done to the land not taken by reason of 
noise and vibration caused by passing trains: Duke of Buccleugh 
v. Metropolitan Board of Works (L. R. 5 H. L. 418). 

The section has naturally raised some difficult questions 
where the land which is taken for the purposes of the works is 
subject to incorporeal or contractual rights. As a general rule, 
the existence of such rights over land detracts from its value, 
while the rights have a pecuniary value in the hands of the 
tot er entitled to them. Theoretically the full value of the 
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give notice to treat for such rights as well as for the 
land itself, and this would have carried the result that 
there would have been no power to interfere with the rights 
until the compensation had been assessed and paid, or else 
money in respect of the rights had been paid into court under 
section 85. In regard to easements, however, it was settled by 
Clark v. London School Board (22-W. R. 854, 9 Ch. 120) that, 
even though the special Act extends the word “land” to mean 
any right over land, yet no notice to treat for an easement 
need be given. The promoters acquire the land free from any such 
outstanding rights in third parties without any actual purchase 
of the rights, and the only remedy for the persons who owned 
them is to claim compensation under section 68. In holding 
that this section gave the appropriate remedy, Lord 
Szrnorng, L.C., observed that in many cases of this kind it 
could not be known, until the thing was done, how far the land 
to which the rights were attached would be injuriously 
affected, so as to be the subject of compensation. Moreover, 
section 85, which is, presumably, co-extensive with cases where 
notice to treat has to be given, requires'a deposit to be made by 
the promoters before “entering upon land,” and the phrase 
“entering upon” is not appropriate to interference with an 
incorporeal right, such as an easement. The decision was acted 
upon by Jzssret, M.R, in Duke of Bedford v. Dawson (20 Eq. 
353), and by Norrs, J., in Wigram v. Fryer (86 W. R. 100, 
36 Ch. D. 87). 

The principles which govern the construction of the Lands 
Clauses Act with respect to easements, apply also to contractual 
rights affecting the land, such as those which arise upon 
restrictive covenants. ‘‘Nor can I see any difference,” said 
Nort, J.,in Kirby v. Harrogate School Board (supra), *‘ between 
a right to light or any other right in respect of the land which 
may be affected by the buildings that may be erected on it. In my 
opinion, the principle which applies to an easement applies equally 
to the right which is created by a restrictive covenant.” It is to 
be noticed that, although the covenant binds personally the 
owner of the land before it is taken by the promoters, yet, as 
was held in Batly vy. De Crespigny (17 W. R. 494, L. R. 4 Q. B. 
180), upon the land being taken he is discharged from 
the covenant. It then becomes impossible for him to ensure 
its fulfilment, and under the special circumstances of the case 
this impossibility is allowed to be a sufficient excuse for non- 
fulfilment. The covenantee, therefore, is bound to look for any 
damages to which he may be entitled to the promoters, and 
the damages can only be recovered by means of a claim 
to compensation under section 68, provided at least that 
the breach of the covenant is caused by the execution 
of works which are authorized by statute. If the breach 
is caused otherwise, then the promoters are liable in the 
ordinary way to damages. It is only where the statutory 
authority intervenes that the right of action is taken away, and 
replaced by the remedy under section 68. This point was em- 
phasised in Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. v. 
Anderson (46 W. R. 509; 1898, 2 Ch. 394), where a reversion 
on a lease had been purchased by a railway company, and a 
question arose as to their liability on the lessor’s covenant for 
quiet enjoyment. Linpizy, M.R., observed that there was no 
reason for holding that the covenant was gone, or had in any 
way been extinguished. “The company,” he said, ‘ must be 
bound like any other assignee of a reversion—it is not a question 
of obligation on the company but a question of remedy.” For 
a breach of coverant that was authorized by Act of Parliament 
there was no remedy at all except under the compensation 
clauses. For other breaches of covenant an action would lie. 

The immediate point decided in the Harrogate case was that 
the claim to compensation in respect of a restrictive covenant 
was to be made under section 68, whether the land to which it 
was subject had been taken compulsorily or by agreement. The 
school board had taken the land by agreement and proposed 
to build on it in disregard of the covenant. Norru, J., 
whose decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal, held it to 
be clear that, if the purchase had been compulsory, the school 
board would not have been liable to an injunction to restrain 
them from building; and further, that it made no difference 
that the land had been acquired voluntarily. “ It seems to me,” he 
said, “that the rights of the school board as against a parson 


who can be compelled to sell to them, but who is willing to 
do so, are not less than they would have been if he had been 
unwilling to sell, but had been compelled to do so.” The 
school board, therefore, were entitled to build without regard 
to the restrictive covenant, and the plaintiffs, so far as they 
were injuriously affected, were confined to their remedy for 
compensation under section 68. Similarly Livprey, L.J., said : 
‘T have not the slightest doubt myself that section 68 properly 
applies to cases of purchase by railway companies under their 
powers, and to all cases of purchase by school boards under the 
powers conferred upon them by the Act of 1870.” 

In the present case of Long Eaton, §c., Co. v. Midland Railway 
Co. (supra) the plaintiff company had purchased an estate with 
a view to laying it out for building purposes. Streets were 
formed, and part of the land sold in plots, the remainder 
being retained by the company as a@ recreation ground. The 
conveyances of the plots contained covenants restricting the 
nature of the buildings to be erected onthem. The railway 
company, under statutory powers, took part of the land so con- 
veyed, and carried across it an embankment which, it has been 
held, was in breach of the covenants. Upon aclaim being 
made under section 68, the jury assessed the compensation at 
£650, but the railway company disputed that any right to com- 
pensation existed, and in accordance with the inconvenient 
practice which has long prevailed, the legal point could only be 
raised after all the expense of the inquiry before the jury had 
been incurred. In the result, however, Lawzance, J., held that 
the compensation was payable, and his decision has been 
fille the Court of Appeal. In principle the case does 
not seem to be distinguishable from the Harrogate case, save for the 
question whether the plaintiff company had anyreal interest in the 
enforcement of thecovenants. They had, however, asabove stated, 
retained part of the land which was entitled to the benefiPot 
the covenants. They would have been entitled to sue in 
respect of a breach of the covenants, and their right to some 
compensation could hardly be disputed. This being so, the 
amount was for the jury, and the company had judgment for 
the sum awarded. The case suggests that where a railway is 
carried across a building estate, there may be numerous 
claims to compensation on the part of the various purchasers of 
plots in addition to the claim by the original vendors in respect 
of land retained by them, but no such question appears at 
present to have been actually raised. 








REVIEWS. 
CONDITIONS OF SALE, 


PRECEDENTS OF CoNDITIONS OF SALE OF REAL EstTaTES, REVER- 
sions, Poxicres, &c. Wirth ExuavustivE Foor-Nnores, INtTRO- 
puUCTORY CHAPTERS, AND APPENDICES. By FREDERICK EDWARD 
FarkER, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This book contains precedents of conditions of sale, with short 
introductory chapters dealing with eral rules for prepsring parti- 
culars and conditions, the position of the auctioneer, sales by mortgagees 
and trustees, unilateral mistake and hardship as defences to specific 
performance, the remedies of the purchaser after completion, and 
parol variation of the written contract. The author has added short 
appendices on some points arising on sales under the court and on 
summonses under the Vendor and Parchaser Act, 1874. 

The first chapter, ‘‘ General tions for preparing particulars 
and conditions,” is intended for use of students, but it is well 
worthy of the attention of the practitioner. The writer makes the very 
just remark that a special condition, honest on the face of it, does not 
depreciate a sale. He might perhaps have gone a little further and 
said that as a general rule special conditions as to title, of whatever 
nature, do not injure a sale. But the practitioner must remember 
that where a special condition is inserted, he must be careful that it 
does not amount to fraud or misrepresentation. 

The most useful part of the book consists of the eral condi- 
tions of sale. The author has made a careful ection of the 
authorities bearing on each condition. It would be impossible to 
discuss, within the space at our disposal, the many questions treated 
on by the suthor. There is, so far as we can see from careful 
perusal of the book, hardly any point of importance falling within 
the lumits that the author has prescribed to himself, wnich he has not 
discussed, and without saying that we agree with his conclusions on 





| all points, we recommend the book to our readers. 
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We observe that the author, in many cases, refers to old editions of 
text-books ; for example, he refers to the fourth edition of Scriven on 
Copyholds and to the first edition of Mr. Wolstenholme’s Forms and 
Precedents. He gives no reason for so doing, and we cannot help 
thinking that it would have been wiser to refer to the current 
editions. 

The author expresses a doubt (at p. 237) whether a person having 
the powers of a tenant for life under the Settled Land Act, s. 58, can 
be registered as first proprietor under the Land Transfer Acts. This 
is a question of considerable importance and deserves considera- 
tion. The Land Transfer Act, 1875, provides (section 68) that ‘“‘ Any 
person having a power of selling land . . . may himself apply to 
be registered as [first] proprietor of the land.” The Settled Land 
Act, 1882, provides (section 58) that certain persons “‘ shall, when the 
estate or interest of each of them is in possession, have the powers of 
a tenant for life under this Act, as if each of them were a tenant for 
life as defined in this Act.” One of the powers conferred by the Act 
on a tenant for life is (section 3) that he ‘‘ may sell the settled land or 
any part thereof.”’ Therefore, if the matter were to stop here, every 
person on whom the powers of a tenant for life are conferred by the 
Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 58, would come within the class of persons 
authorized by the Land Transfer Act, 1875, to be registered as first 
proprietors. The author objects that the latter words of the clause 
in the Land Transfer Act possibly contemplate a person having not 
only a power of sale but also a power to give receipts for the 

-money. The words in question merely provide that 
the costs of the applicant for registration when ascertained 
by the registrar shall be ‘‘deemed to be costs properly 
incurred by him,” and that ‘‘such person may retain or 
reimburse the same to himself out of any money coming to him 
under the trust or power.” It will be observed that these 
words only confer a particular manner of obtaining the repayment of 
the costs; they do not say that a person is not to sell unless he can 
obtain repayment in that manner. The power to make rules under 
the Lana Transfer Acts is conferred by the Act of 1875, s 111, 
which provides that, subject to the provisions of this Act, the Lord 

or may, with certain advice and aesistance (altered by the Act 
of 1897, s. 22), make general rules in respect of certain matters, which 
include (1) “the mode in which the register is to be kept’; and (7) 
“‘any matter or thing, whether similar or not to those above 
mentioned, in respect of which it may be expedient to make rules for 
the purpose of carrying this Act into execution.” It is further 
provided that any rules made in pursuance of this section shall be 
deemed to be within the powers conferred by this Act, and shall be 
of the same force as if enacted in this Act. It is tolerably clear that 
where rules are made in the prescribed manner they are to be deemed 
to be made according to the Act. The result appears to be that (1) 
a@ person having the powers of a tenant for life under the Settled 
Land Act, 1882, has a right under the Act of 1875 to be registered 
as a first proprietor; and (2) that, even if this view is incorrect, the 
very fact that the rules provide for his being registered confers on him 
the right to be so registered. 

In conclusion, we can commend this book to the favourable 

consideration of the profession. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitor’ Journal, | 


Sir,—One concrete example of the great inconvenience of this Act 


THE RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, JULY, 1902. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—Rule 8 says: ‘‘ Ord. 27, rr. 4, 6, and 9, shall be read as if 
after the words ‘ detention of goods and pecuniary damages or either 
of them’ were left out.” This is not English. 

In ord. 27, r. 6, the words ‘‘ detention of goods and pecuniary 
damages or either of them” do not appear. The words in ord. 27, 
r. 6, are ‘detention of goods and pecuniary damages, or pecun- 
iary damages only.” 

In ord. 27, r. 9, the words “detention of goods and pecuniary 
damages or either of them” do not appear. The words in ord. 27, 
r. 9, are ‘‘detention of goods and pecuniary dameges or for any 
of such matters.” 8, J. E. Hastinas. 
29, Trinity-square, Borough, 8.E., July 23. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—Referring to the New Orders, &c., of July, 1902, published 
in your issue of the 19th inst., and particularly to ord. 22, r. 18a, 
should not the word ‘not ” be inserted between the words ‘assets 
do” and “‘ exceed the value,” “c. H. A. DowseE. 

7, Bedford-row, London, W.C., July 22. 

P.§8.—Ord. 27, rr. 4, 6, and 9.—What are the words to be left out 
after the words “detention of goods and pecuniary damages or either 
of them”? The words ‘‘or either of them” do not occur in rules 6 
and 9.—H. A. D. 

[The omission of the word “‘ not” was a printer’s error. The word 
occurs in the original draft rules. In the new rule altering ord. 27, 
rr. 4, 6, and 9 the word “after” should apparently be struck out.— 
Ep. S.J.] 





THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE AND MR. JUSTICE BIGHAM. 
[V'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—In your issue of the 19th I read a letter from Mr. E. T. 
Hargraves, to the effect that, having seen an announcement in the 
daily papers that the Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Bigham 
intended to leave England for South Africa on the 9th of August, he 
wrote to the Chief Justice asking if the announcement were true, and 
pointing out that in his opinion the statement must be a canard, as 
neither the Chief Justice nor Mr. Justice Bigham would think of 
leaving before the close of the sittings. 

I feel sure that the letter can only have been inserted in your 
columns in order that you may receive an expression of the opinion 
of solicitors upon Mr. Hargraves’ letter to the Chief Justice; and 
surely that opinion must be, that it is as deficient in good taste as it 
is lacking in point with regard to the subjects the writer desires to 
advocate. H, Manisty. 


1, Howard-street, Strand, July 21. 











NEW ORDERS, &c. 
CORONATION OF THEIR MAJESTIES. 
ORDER OF CouURT. 


The Courts and Offices of the Supreme Court, including the 
District Registries, shall be closed on the 9th day of August next. 


July 24th, 1902. 
By Order of the Lord Chancellor and the 
Rule Committee of the Supreme Court. 





CORONATION OF THEIR MAJESTIES. 
County CourT ORDER, 
Tbe Courts and Offices of the County Courts in England and Wales 
shall be closed on the 9th day of August next, 


July 24th, 1902, 
By Order of the Lord Chancellor. 











has just happened to me. 
A very straightforward man, with whom I have many dealings, had 


to send me yesterday « considerable cheque. He didso; but he bad | 


arranged to pay the money in reliance on an advance promised him 
on some leases just granted. That advance was, and is, ready, but the 
transaction is delayed because my correspondent is told it will take 


shout s fortnight to get the leases through the Land Trausfer Office, 


and #0 he ssks me to hold over the cheque he sent me. 
Comment, surely, is needless. 
2, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, July 23. 


F, SrRovuv, 





In counection with the visit of the Associated Chambers of Commerce to 
| Nottingham last September, which was attended by the representative of 
|the French Government, the French Ambassador in London has 
| conveyed to Mr. Frederick Acton (who was the acting president of the 
| Nottingham Chamber durivg the visit) the distinction of Officer of Public 
| Instruction, which has been conferred upon him by the French Republic. 
Mr, Acton is a solicitor and a magistrate of Nottingham, and last year wos 
president both of the Nottingham Law Society and the Nottingham 
Uhamber of Commerce, and this year is on the Council of the Law Society 
of the United Kingdom. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


THE ROBINSON GOLD MINING CO. (LIM.) AND OTHERS v. THE 
a MARINE AND GENERAL ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.) No. 1. 
llth July. 


InsuRANCE—BvuLiion—"' DeTarnments or ForrrGN GoveRNMENT ’’—‘* FREE 
or Oapturz, Sx1zvuRE, AND Detention ’’—OoMMANDEERING oF GoLp. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs from a decision of Phillimore, J. The 
plaintiffs were ten gold mining companies incorporated under the 
laws of, and carrying on business in, the late South African 

ublic, who by the action sought to have the defendants held 
liable under a policy for loss of gold commandeered by the executive 
council on the eve of the war of that state with this country. Under 
the policy the gold was insured against arrests, restraints, and 
detainments of kings, princes, and people while in transit from the 
company’s mines at Johannesburg to the United Kingdom. The policy 
contained the following clause: ‘‘ Warranted free of capture, seizure, and 
detention, and the consequences thereof, or any attempt thereat, piracy 
excepted, and also from all consequences of riot, civil commotions, 
hostilities, or warlike operations whether before or after the declaration 
of war.”” On the 2nd of October, 1899, gold to the value of £223,750, 
to which the policy attached, while in course of transit from the mines 
to the coast was *“‘commandeered”’ at V g. the last station in 
the Transvaal territory, by officials of the Transvaal Government, acting 
under the orders of the executive council, and on the 9th of October a 
further quantity of gold, amounting to £11,800, was seized at a bank 
at Johannesburg, where it had been deposited by the plaintiffs. In 
addition to relying on the ‘free of capture and seizure’ clause, the 
defendants pleaded the same points of defence as were raised in the 


case of The Driefontein Consolidated Mines (Limited) v. Janson (17 Times. 


L, R. 604), in which the Court of Appeal decided against the under- 
writer and which is now awaiting consideration in the House of Lords. 
Phillimore, J., held that the loss was caused by ‘‘seizure’’ within the 
meaning of the exemption in the policy, and the defendants were not 
liable. From that decision the plaintiffs appealed. 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Cortins, M.R., eaid this seizure was accompanied by the indicia of 
overwhelm force, the authority to seize the gold being based on 
the suspension, it might be the constitutional suspension of the 
ordinary law. The warranty clause excepted, besides capture, seizure, and 
detention, ‘‘ all consequences of riots, civil commotions, hostilities, or war- 
like operations whether before or after declaration of war.’’ The 
commandoes had been called out, which let in the suspension of the 
ordinary laws of the state. It was a supreme emergency and let in the 
doctrine of salus populi suprema lex. There were therefore warlike operations 
before the declaration of war, and the seizure of the gold was a consequence 
of these warlike operations. The law fell, therefore, within more than one 
of the risks excepted from the policy. The judgment appealed from was 
therefore right and the appeal failed. 

Maruew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred. — Counsrt, Lawson 
Walton, K.0., J. A, Hamilton, K.0., and John Dove ; Lord Robert Cecil, 
K.C., and Loehnis. Soxtcrrors, Ingle, Holmes, & Sons; Waltons, Johnson, 
Bubb, § Whatton. 


(Reported by Exsxive Rerp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


BARNARD CASTLE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL v. WILSON AND 
OTHERS. No.2. 18th July. 


Warerworks—Loca, Govarnment—Scnooc—Swiumine Bata—Domestic 
Purposes—W atTerworks Oxavuses Act, 1863 (26 & 27 Vicr. c. 93), 8. 12— 
Pustic Heattn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), ss. 56, 65. 


This was an appeal against a decision of Buckley, J. (reported 50 W. R. 
92; 1901, 2 Oh, 813). ‘Lhe case raised a question of importance to local 
authorities supplying water in accordance with the Waterworks Clauses 
Acts, 1847 and 1863, and the Public Health Act, 1875, being whether the 
supply of water for a swi bath at a school (carried on under a 

eme approved by the Sovereign in Council, which provided that funds 
not thereby required or directed to be otherwise applied or disposed of 
should be transferred to the official trustees of charitable funds in trust 
for the foundation) was a ‘‘ supply of water for domestic purposes’’ or a 
“supply for any trade, manufacture, or business,’ within section 
12 of the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1863. In the latter case the 
water would have to be paid for at a special rate, and not accord- 
ing to the assessment on the net annual value of the , 
The plaintiffs are the urban sanitary authority authorized to provide water 
to the urban district of Barnard Oastle, and the defendants represent the 
governors of the North-Eastern County School, at Barnard Castle, and 
within the district. The defendants have erected a swimming bath which 
holds about 35,000 gallons of water, and the question was whether the 
supply of water for the bath was a supply for domestic purposes or a 
wPply for the purposes of any trade, manufacture, or business. Buckley, 
J. that the supply of water to the bath was for ‘‘ domestic purposes,” 
His lordship accordingly made a declaration that the governors were 
entitled to the supply to the swimming bath as for domestic purposes 
within the meaning of the Acts. The plaintiffs appealed. 
R.... Aggy (Vavenan Wiis, Romer, and Sma, L.JJ.) allowed 

© appeal. 

Vavenan Wituiams, L.J.—A large part of the argument for the 
&ppellants is based on this, that it is not likely that the Legislature could 
have intended to put the water authority under an o ion to supply 


water in such a case as the present. But the court is bound to look at 
the words of the Act, and unless the natural construction would lead to 
an absurd result, the court must give the natural construction to the 
words. By section 53 of the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, every 
owner and occupier of any d' -house within the district is entitled 
to demand and receive a sufficient supply of water “‘for his domestic 
purposes.’”” From the cases which have been decided on this section it is 
plain that a supply of water for ‘‘domestic p ” is one which 
must be obtained inside the house, not that it must be such a 
supply as is essential to the occupation or the healthy occupation of 
the house. There is no such limitation of the meaning. Then comes 
section 12 of the Act of 1863, which excepts certain things from ‘‘ domestic 
purposes.”” I infer from these statutory —— that the things 
excepted would, before the Act of 1863, have fallen within section 53 of 
the Act of 1847, and that to take them out of that section it was 
necessary to have an express statutory tion. After the decision in 
Busby v. Chesterfield Waterworks and Gas Light Co. (6 W.R.515, E.B. & E.176), 
which was approved in Bristol Waterworks Co. v. Wren (15 Q. B. D. 637), it 
is impossible to say that water supplied for the of the healthy and 
more convenient occupation of a house or for increasing its amenities to 
the owner or occupier is not supplied for domestic purposes. And that 
cannot, in my opinion, be cut down by saying that the user is not 
a usual one. Another limitation sted is that the user must 
be reasonable with reference to the capacity of the water authority to 
supply the district. But here the plaintiffs admit their capacity 
to supply the defendants, though they say they are entitled to 
make a special charge for doing so. Then it is said that the supply 
must be reasonable as regards the subject-matter. I cannot find, either in 
the Act or in any re case, any trace of such a limitation. With 
regard to the exception in section 12 of the Act of 1863 I agree with 
Buckley, J., that the on of a school is a business, and I also agree 
with him that the fact that a house is used for a business does not prevent 
there being a supply of water for domestic purposes within the house. 
Buckley, J.’s, conclusion of fact was that this bath was constructed that 
the occupation of the house by the boys might be a healthy one. My 
brethren differ from this conclusion of fact and think that the bath was 
really constructed for the purpose of teaching swimming to the boys. 
I do not like te differ from them upon this conclusion of fact, 
though I should have preferred to have further information on the 

oint. I agree, therefore, that the appeal must be allowed. But I domot 
tend to decide that in every case the supply of water for a swimming 
bath would necessarily be a supply of water for mere domestic purposes. 

Romer, L.J.—This case gives rise to some questions of general import- 
ance, and I think it right to state my view. I donot think that the true test 
is whether the water is used and consumed for the private purposes of the 
occupier and his household. I think that test would be too large. For 
instance, if an occupier used water supplied at high pressure as a motive 
power to drivea dynamo for lighting his house with electricity, ia my opinion 
that would not be a user for domestic pur Some regard must 
be had to the ordinary habits of domestic in this country and also 
to what can reasonably be considered a domestic p ». I think the 
test of reasonableness ought also to be applied to the question of amount. 
It is a serious question if, in every case in which an occupier requires water 
for his enjoyment and , the water authority is bound to supply 
him without re to the ordinary requirements of their district for the 
purposes of king, washing, and sanitation. Each case must be con- 
sidered with some regard to what is reasonable, and it must be seen in each 
case whether the supply of water is reasonably required for domestic 
purposes. I am not prepared to hold that in every case a supply of water 
to a swimming bath erected by an occupier is a supply of water for 
domestic pu . Suppose an occupier who has a large garden chooses 
to construct in it a large swi bath for his recreation and pleasure, 
he is not in my opinion entitled to a supply of water to the bath as for 
domestic purposes. at the circumstances of the present case, I 
think that the water of the bath was not required for domestic purposes. 
It appears to me that the bath was really erected and required for the pur- 

of the business of the school, and not for the domestic purposes of 

the school considered as a domus or home. ‘ 

Srmume, L.J., agreed. His lordship thought that the swimming bath 
was used for educational purposes—in other words, for the business of the 
school. On the question of fact he differed, with the greatest respect, from 
Buckley, J.—Counsst, Upjohn, K.C., and Lushington ; .1. T. Lawrence, K.C., 
and R. C. Glen. Soxtcrrors, Doyle, D. hire, ¢ Woodhouse, for J. Ingram 
Dawson, Barnard Castle ; Huntingdon ¢ Leaf, for A. T. Piper, Barnard 
Castle. 





(Reported by J. I. Srrative, Bsq., Barrister-at-Law, | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
HOLLOWAY BROTHERS (LIM.) v. HILL. Byme, J. 15th July. 


Insuncrion—Nxoative Covenant ny Lassor aNp His Assiens as tro Use 
or Lanp Retarnsp—Lasses—Panrtiss—Norics. 


This was an action on the part of the plaintiffs Holloway Brothers 
(Limited) for an injunction to restrain the defendant Hill from per- 
mitting to be carried on, and the defendants Berrick Brothers from 
carrying on at the premises hereinafter mentioned, the trade or 
business of a tailor for men or boys in breach of a covenant in a 
lease bearing date the 10th of September, 1901, and made between 
the plaintiffs and Hill. The facts of the case were as follows: Hill 
was owner of block of shops at Tottenham, Middlesex, known 





a 
as Nos, 41, 42, 43, and 50, Grand-parade. By the said lease Hill 
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demised Nos. 41, 42, and 43 to the plaintiff company for a term of twenty- 
one yeara at the rent of £410 per annum and thereby covenanted for him- 
self, his heirs, executors, aiministrators, and assigns, that he, his heirs, 
executors, admivistrators, and assigns, would not during the first ten years 
of the said term carry on nor suffer to be carried on by others upon any 
part of the premises No. 50, Grand-parade the trade or business of a 
general clothier and a tailor for men and boys; and further that if and in 
any case the aforesaid premis:s should at eny time during the continuance 
of the said term be sold or disposed of or the legal estate therein 
should became vested in apy other person or persons whomsoever, 
the aforesaid covenant on the part of the lessor should be binding as well 
on any purchaser or purchasers, person or persons, in whom during the 
aforesaid period the legal estate in the aforesaid premises should be or 
become vested as on the executors, administrators, and assigns of such 
purchaser or purchasers, person or persons as aforesaid. And the plain- 
tiffs covenanted with the leesor that they would not, without his conrent, 
use or permit the premises to be used during the said pzriod for any business 
seve that of a clothier and tailor and general outfitter, such trade not 
t> include the sale or dealing in boots and shoes. By a leare bearing date 
the 10th of March, 1902, Hill demised No. 50 to Berrick Brothers, tailors, 
who there carried on the business of a tailor for men and boys. So far as 
Hill was concerned there was practically no defence. Berrick Brothers 
submitted that they were not assigns of Hill within the meaning of the 
covenant, and that they took the lease without notice actual or to be 
imputed of the covenant. 

Byanz, J., in giving judgment, stated that a negative bargain—that 
is to ray, a bargain against a particular user of land retained on sale 
o: lease of part of the estate might be enforced by any person 
entitled in equity to the benefit of the bargain against any person 
bound in equity by notice of it either express or to be imputed at the time 
of the acquisition of his title. This right depended upon the equitable 
doctrine applicable, and did not depend upon the existence of a covenant 
running with the land, nor to any right of relief under the common Jaw : 
Tulk v. Moxhay (2 Ph. 774) and Johnstone v. Hall (2 K. & J 414) 
Whether the Jandlord was properly joined in such an action as the present 
depended on circumstances. In the present case he was properly made a 

. So far as the construction of the covenant was concerned his 
lordship was of opinion that the mention of assigns without the mention 
of leseees afforded no ground, standing alone, for holding that the covenant 
was not binding on the defendants Berrick Brothers, and in other respects, 
a'though lesse: were not mentioned co nomine. With regard to notice, it 
was admitted that but for section 3 of the C:nveyancing Act, 1881, the 
defendants Berrick Brothers would have been bound without actual 
notice. It was only necessary to decide here that even if these defendants 
had not actual notice (as to which his lordship was not satisfied) the terms 
of the covenant would have come to the knowledge of their agent if he 
had made such inquiries as, with the knowledge that he did possess, he 
ought to bave made. The injunction must be granted with costs.— 
Cocnsex, Lerett, K.0., and Northeste ; Rowden, KU., and Quin ; Norton, 
K.C., and Domer. Soutctrors, W. H. Hudson; Hammond § Richards ; 
Armitage § Strouts. 

LReported by J, Azruux Paricr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 
LEONARD AND ANOTHER v. LEONARD AND OTHERS. 
16th, 17t3, and 18ta July. 
Paonsate—Destavcrion any Svuustitvtion or Sueets or WIL. 


This was a probate action in which the plaintiffs, Mrs. Ada Leonard and 
Mr. Edgar Hyde, propounded five testamentary sheets which purported to 


Barnes, J. 


be the will of the late Mr. Hugh Leonard, of 7, Hanover-square, W., who 
died on the 15th of December, 1901, and alternatively they propounded 
only two of those documents. The defendant, Jane Leonard, who was 
a daughter of the deceased, propounded all five documents, and 
alternatively asked for an intestacy. Briefly the facts were these: The 
testator, prior to 1899, had made a will which he had deposited with 
Messrs Coutts, bis bankers. On the 14th of June, 1901, he took it from 
them. He then hada draft will engrossed bya firm of law stationers, 


Such being the facts, the law to be applied to them was indicated in 
Clarke v. Seripps (2 Rob. Ecc. Rep. 563), and In the Goods of Woodward (2 
P. & D. 206), and a on p. 45 of Theobald on Wills (5th ed.). 
The last three sheets had, on the destruction of the two that preceded 
them, become unintelligible and unworkable, and such destruction of part 
destroyed the whole. The testator bad no doubt intended to attach 
two sheets in front of the three that remained, but the legal result was 
that the whole will was revoked: Ewen v. Franklin (Deane’s Ecc. Rep. 7), 
Sweetland v. Sweetland (34 L. J. P. & M. 42), Phipps v. Hale 
(3 P. & D. 166). The signatures on the firet two pages were, it seemed 
to the court, put to identify them as part of the whole will, but that had 
no effect in law. None of the pages were, thercfore, valid documents of a 
testamentary character, and the will must therefore be entirely pronounced 
against, the costs being allowed out of the estate —CounseL, Priestley ; 
Bargrave Deane, K.O., and Barnard ; Inderwick, K.0., and Grazebrook ; R. A. 
Pritchard ; Frank Russell. Soxtcrrors, Sanderson § Co.; F. H. Edwards; 
C. Russell § Co ; Roweliffes. 
[Reported by Gwynxe Hatt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the Incorporated Law Society was held on 
Friday, the 18th inst., at the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, Sir Henry 
Fowter, M.P., the retiring president, taking the chair. The following 
members of the Council were among those present: Sir A. K. Rollit, 
M.P. (vice-president), Mr. Joseph Addison, Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. 
Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. James Samuel Beale, Mr. Ebenezer 
John Bristow, Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Oharles Obeston, Mr. Robert 
Cunliffe, Mr. Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mir. George Edgar Frere, Mr, 
William Godden, Mr. William Howard Gray, Mr. John Edward Gray 
Hill (Liverpool), Mr. Henry Edward Gribble, Mr. John Hollams, Mr. 
Harry Wilmot Lee, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. Charles Berkeley Margetts 
(Huntingdon); Mr. Thomas Marshall (Leeds), Mr. Richard Pennington, 
Mr. Thomas Rawle, Mr. Charles Stewart, Mr. William Melmoth Walterr, 
and Mr. Arthur Wightman (Sheffield). Also the followiog extraordinary 
members : Mr. H. Baines (Berks, Bucks, and Oxford Law Svciety, Oxford), 
Mr. J. T. Doyle (Manchester), and Mr. F. O. Taylor (Norwich). 


Prestpent AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The following were elected president and vice-president of the society 
for the year ensuing: Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, L.C.L., M.P.; Mr. John 
Edward Gray Hill. 

THANKS TO PRESIDENT. 

Sir Epwanp Knocker (Dover) moved: ‘‘ That the thanks of the society 
be given to Sir Henry Fowler for his conduct as president of the society 
during the past year.” He eaid it was a decided advantage to the society 
to have had as its president a member of the profession who held such a 
distinguished position in the councils of the nation. 

Mr. Grinuam Keen (London), in seconding the motion, observed that 
he knew how great an interest the president had taken in many matters 
the society had very much at heart, such as solicitors’ legal appointments 
and co on, which were referred to in the annual report. _ 

Mr. Cuares Foxp (London), cordially supported the motion. He was 
very glad to see this new departure—this innovation he might call it, of 
a vote of thanks to the retiring president. 1t was most unfortunate that 
year after year the president was allowed to leave the chair without a 
word of acknowledgment of his very valuable services, 

The motion having been carried with acclamation, ; 

The Paesipenr said he did not know whether in his official capacity he 
ought to have sanctioned this innovation, as Mr. Ford had properiy 
described it. But he should be wanting in proper expres:ion of his 
feelings if he did not tay this was an honour he appreciated more than 
| any that had come to him durmg his year of office. It was a very 
| difficult thing—as he thought bis co ues knew—to guide the ordinary 
| routine affairs of a society like this, ex as it was to a great deal of 
| criticism, which was sometimes and tometimes unfair, to 





air 


which consisted of five sheets, and on the 16th of June he executed the guide it so as to promote its inferests and in no way to derogate 
same st the Uriental Club and two of the club servants attested the same. | from the position it rightly and justly claimed as representing 
It appeared, however, that on three subsequent occasions he substituted | the important branch of the profession to which they all belonged. 
some of these sheets for other sheets and sgned and attested them, the | If he had rendered any service thereto during bis year of office 
last occasion beimg on the 9th of December, 1901, at the club and in the | he was more than repaid. He could not help recalling his connection 
presence of the same clab servants. After the testator’s death the | with the eociety in years gone by, when he had listened io that hall and 
eee was Bee a pear of = bo pepe aw ~— _ - eas +d = fea a the mode of teaching —- be time “= 
testator execu is will as late as the 9th of Lecember, 1901, though | was a was now unpopular—namely, the lectures. © 
the wi'l purported to have been executed on the 16th of June, 1900. 5 ould remember that he had teooned 5 great deal, at u]l events so far ay 
somewhat tangled account of what did take place was procured, and the | conveyancing and equity law was concerned, which he did not get from 
executor thought the proper thing was to lay the case Sleep the court. | books, from the very able and intelligent lecturer who had presided. He 
od support of the — it ee ——— by counsel toat the destruction | ~— also — ee gronaryree in = = wh ch ptt - strict - 
sudstitution of some of ets of the will in the above circumstances | it was now: 6, was conducted much more rapi‘ly. e coulk 
would not amount to a revocation of the whole will as there was no evidence | assure them he valued very highly the expression of contdenee which had 
of an animus revocandi. | been ehewn in him in pl his portrait in the hall, especially that it was 
Bauxzs, J., in delivering judgment, after observing what a remerkable | in connection with the office he had had the honour to hold in the service 
the case was of the dapger of altering a wil), reviewed the | of the Crown and the country. So] as he remained in Parliameat no 
evidence in deteii and found as a fact that the last three etcets of the will | effort he could’ possibly make should be wanting to promote the best 
were the original three sheets of it, avd were duly executed, but those that | interests of the profession and to guard its welfare. Although the 
Were now the first two sheets had been signed by the testator and the | society bad not had many Parliamentary successes during the year, they 
attesting witnesses on the 9th of December, 1901. The testator had, the had succeeded in carrying one important matter - namely, that voncorned 
court found, destroyed the original first two pages before the time when | with solicitors’ legal appointments referred to by Mr. Keen, which he 
those now appearing ae the first two purported to have been executed, thought had removed what was 0 considerable injustice. 
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VAcANCIES ON THE CoUNCIL. 


The Prestpent announced that there were fourteen vacancies on the 
Qouncil, caused by the retirement of ten members in rotation. the 
resignations of Mr. Joseph Addison, Mr. Henry Manisty, and Mr. John 
Hunter, and the death of Mr. F. R. Parker. The whole of the retiring 
members sought re-election, and there were five additional candidates, the 
complete list being as follows: Mr. Ebenezer John Bristow*, Mr. Harvey 
Clifton, Mr. Robert Ounliffe*, Mr. William Edward Gillet, Mr. William 
Godden*, Mr. Henry James Johneon*, Mr. William Georg: Kiag, Mr. Harry 
Wilmot Les*, Mr. Richard Pennington*, Mr. Charles Leupold Samson, Mr. 
Charles Stewari*, Mr. Walter Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walters*, Mr. 
William Howard Winterbotham*, and Mr. Philip Witham*. All the 
candidates practise in London The names marked with an asteriek are 
tho e of retiriog members. He observed that, as the candidates were more 
in number than the vacancies, an election by ballot would be necessary, 
and the following gentlemen were appointed to act as scrutineers: Mr. 
Fraser, Mr. Leslie Hunter, Mr. Ingles, Mr. Sinclair, and Mr. Woodhouse. 
The 6th of August was appointed for the acceptance of the scrutineers’ 
report. 

AvDITORS. 

The following were elected auditors of the society’s accounts for the 
year ensuing: Mr. John Stephens Chappelow, F.(.4., Mr. Mitchell 
Templeton, and Mr, William Herman du Buisson. 


Sociery’s Accounts. 


The Prestpent moved the adoption of the society’s accounts, which 
shewed a total income of £36,745 7s. 8d., being an excess of income over 
expenditure of £5,404 11s. 7d. 

Mr. Forp expressed his satisfaction that the accounts were put before 
the meeting in a motion distinct from the report. He must again refer to 
the dreadful injustice shewn by the accounts in the matter of the articled 
clerks’ account The particular section of the Solicitors Act said that all 
the funds received from the articled clerks were to be applied exclusively 
for their benefit and advantage. He objected to the Council charging a 
large part of the “‘ rates and taxes and voluntary subrcriptions’’ against 
the articled clerks’ fund. It was utterly unfair. They also charged a 
large part of tbe ‘‘ salaries to officers, clerks, and servants, and pensions” 
to the fund, and positively one-half of the ‘* house expenses.’”’ ‘I'‘here were 
also other items, including ‘‘ postage and sundries.’”” One did not, of 
course, object to ‘‘ refreshments to assistant examiners, &c’’ This was 
a proper item, and was really extremely moderate. But apart from that 
there was the item “‘ fees tc tutors, assistant examiners, &c.,and grauts to 
provincial law societies, £3,583,’’ all lamped together in a most confusing 
manner. Grants to provincial law societies meant that out of the £3 583 
debited to the students for this item only £800 was spent by the governiog 
body in assisting ]egal education in the pruvinces—£100 went to Birmingham, 
£100 to Manchester, something to Liverpool, and that was all. All the other 
towns got no assistence whatever. Then there was a micerable return in 
the shape of the comparatively few men who took any advantage of the 
society’s rystem of tutorehip. It was a most unsatisfactory system, in which 
the Postmaster-General was called in and clerks were dug out of remote 
parts of the country with his sid. That was what they called legal 
education. In face of the section of the Act of Parliament which said that 
all the revenues from articled clerks were to be applied to the purposes of 
legal education the society was contributing, out of the £8 337 received from 
the articled clerks, for ‘* prizes (exclusive of Trust Fund prizes), binding, 
&e ,”” £174 9s, 4d. He lived in hope that something far better would be 
done by the Council for legal education. 

Mr R. Pennincton (London, Chairman of the Finance Committee) said 
that they had heard from Mr. Ford what they had heard on many previous 
occasions ; but he could not agree with him that it was uvreasonable that 
the articled chrks’ find should bear some portion of the expenses 
which were necessarily incurred in carrying on the business of the 
society, He must repeat what he bad said so many times before, that a 
Fpecific compleint having been made against the Council for the manner 
in which they dealt with the articld clerks’ fund to the then Lord Chief 
Justice and the Master of the Rolle, the Council were requested to attend 
those gentlemen, aud the president of the year did to, together with himself 
and Mr. Williameon, the secretary, and the matter was discussed at very 
considerable length. Lord Coleridge, who was then Lord Chief Justice, a 
gentleman who was not in the habit of passing anythiog which ought not 
to be agreed to without proper inquiry and evidence, discussed ull there 
items with him at very considerable length. The conclusion which Lord 
Coleridge came te was that the accounts were proper in every respect, and 
that it was right the Council should charge the fund—or at any rate 
that it was not wrong to do so—some portions of the expenses for the 
benefits the society conferred upon the articled clerks. He (Mr. Penning- 
ton) could not see why it was unreasonable that the articled clerks’ fund 
should pay part of the rent of the rociety’s building. If the building 
were not devoted to their service, they must go somewhere else, and rent 
would have to be paid. Neither could he see why they should not pay a 
portion of the rates and taxes and other expenses. He quite sympathised 
with Mr. Ford in regard to legal education, but at the same time 
Justice must be done to the society. The favds mu-t be dealt 
with justly, and he failed to see that there was avy reasonable ground | 
for making any alteration. The Council took a great deal of pains to 
ascertain correctly what proportion of expenses the articled clerks’ fund | 
ought to bear. They ha obtained the opinion of eminent surveyors on 
the subject, and the figures were based on the report they had ie, and 
he hoped the society would think the Council were doing no injustice to 
articled clerks, Mr. Ford had said the society’s finances were not in 
@ satisfactory condition. For the first time for many years the finances 





| carefull sufficient proposal 
| views of pn. S gentlemen interested in the question, eo far as they were 


were in a very satisf condition. A balance was shewn in excess of 
expenditure of £5,404 lls. 7d. In olden times the balance was very 
frequently the other way, and the society was burdened with a heavy debt, 
which had now entirely disa; > 

Mr. Forp raid there was an item of £5,400 for “‘ nominal rent of the 
society’s premises taken at the amount of the property tex assessment and 
apportioned to each fund per contra.”’ 

Mr. Pennmnctow raid it could only be charged as nominal rent ; 
there was no other way of dealing with it. The Council charged against 
the articled clerks’ fund a nominal rent—there was no actual rent paid. 
The grant to provincial law societies of £800 war, of course, much 
less than the Council could wish, and he hoped that the result 
of the consideration which was now being given most earnestly 
to the suject of legal educstion would be that they would be 
able to contribute a deal more than in the past to this object. 
But it must be remembered that the members had voted the expenditure 
of a very large sum of money for enlarging the building, and that 
expendi'ure would involve a loss of income of very nearly £3,000 a 
year. That must necessarily cripple the society’s resources so far as legal 
education was concerned for some time. He hoped that his successors in 
office would gradually get rid of that with all agen ep ed. When they 
had done so he ho the society would have in the future a very hand- 
some balance applicable to the es of legal education in accordance 
with the charter. Mr. Ford also objected to the present system of legal 
education. He (Mr. Pennington) agreed that, like the previous system by 
lectures, it had failed, but what could be suggested im its place he was 
unable to say. He had his own hopes, but 1t would not, of coarse, be 
proper to say anything now. The matter was ia the hands of a special 
committee appointed to consider the subject, and he hoped that when the 
next report came up a paragraph would be included which would give 
Mr. Ford the utme:t contentment. 

The accouuts were unanimously agreed to. 


AnnvaL Rerort. 


The Prestpenr moved the adoption of the annual report. He observed 
that there were one or two points to which he would like to call the 
attention of the meeting. Tne first was with regard to the retirement of 
several members of the Council. There had been one death during the 
year among the members of the Council, the death of Mr. Frank Kowley 
Parker. He had not been a member of the Council for long, but he had 
given those who sat with him the strongest and clearest ingications that 
he would render very valuable service to the society by his judgment and 
ability, aud by his constant attendance at the various meetings, and the 
Council deeply deplored his premature death. They had conveyed an 
expression of their regret and sympathy to the members of his family. 
‘Nhe society al-o lost this year—and he thought the members who were 
most anxious to have what was called ‘* new blood ’’ on the Vouncil would 
share with him in the opinion that they were lo-ing most valuable services 
—they lo:t the services of Mr John Hunter, Mr. Joseph Addison, and 
Mr. Henry Manisty. Mr Hunter was elected to the Council so far back 
as 1882. He was president in 1894, and he had rendered very great 
services on several important commitiees. He was retirmg on the ground 
of ill-health, and also he was giving up active public and proftssional 
life Mr. Addison had for twenty years been one of the most constant 
attendants at the meetings of the Council, and what was perhaps equally 
important, if not more so, at the committee meetings. He was president 
in 1897, and he felt that the time had arrived when he should give place to 
some younger man. Mr. Manisty had been a member of the Couucil for 
seventeen years. He was president in 1899, and rendered sigaal service to 
the society in the c :urse of his year of office. The society was sustaining 
another loss, and he was sure Mr. Ford would be sorry to hearit. The 
society was in the position of the country at this moment, for they were 
losing a chancellor of the exchequer. Mr. Penning.on was about to cease 
to be responsible for the control and msnagement of the society's financial 
affairs. He had, during a long eeries of years, rendered the greatest 
services to the society. He had kept the strictest watch over the come 
and expenditure, and he had the pleasure to-day of presenting what, as 
h» had tiuly said, was perhaps the most satisfactory oudget whic had 
been presented for a long series of years. verything had been Kept up 
m the most efficient state, and the eociety had got rid of their heavy mort- 
gage debt, which, of course, was a serious burden for a long period, and a 
valance of income was shewn over expenditure. He was sure Mr, 
Pennington would retire from the position of chairman of the Finance 
Committee with the confidence and approval of the whole of the society. 


Execrion or Covncin. 


He (the President) might say in passing, with reference to the Council 
themselves, that there had been eome discussion at these general meot- 
ings agaio and again as to improving the method of electing members of 
Council. The Council had inquired into the matter this year and Jast year 
and many years belore, and they were unable at present to recommend any 
workable plan which would be an improvement upon the present system. 
They considered, with no prejudice ia its favour, after at it from 
all points, that the present system was working very well. ‘Lhere was a 
constant infusion of new blood. And althougn they would consider most 
with a view to carrying out the 


concerned no scheme had yet been suggested which they were prepared to 
recommend. They did propose one alteration with reference to the extra- 
ordinary members, Theee were at t selected from the presidents of 


provincial law societies, erd they held office for a year only. That, of 
course, limited the choice of the local law societies to their presidents for the 
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year, who might or might not be available ; and it prevented these gentle- 
men, who went out of office at the end of the year, from gaining that ex- 
_— which was absolutely necessary for rendering effective service. 
e Council proposed that as vacancies occurred they (the Council) should 
nominate vincial law societies to elect extraordinary members. 
bow J wo then not: be fettered to the president for the year, but 
might choose whom they liked, and that the member selected should ‘hold 
office for a term not ex three years. That secured variety of choice 
and continuity of practice. The statistics were worth remembering. 
Perhaps the labour involved in membership of the Council was not always 
preciated. The Council had met during the year thirty-six times and 
ey had had 197 committee meetings. The bulk of the work was, of course, 
done in the committee. The membership of the society had slightly 
improved ; he wished it had improved much more, There were at present 
7,819 members, 3,675 of whom practised in London, 4,144 in the country. 
It was to the interest of the profession far more than the society that the 
membership should be largely increased. 


ENLARGEMENT OF BUILDING. 


Mr. Pennington had already alluded to it, and he would only say after 
very careful consideration in the course of the year the Council decided to 
extend the society’s buildings, and adapt them to tlie growing needs of the 
society and its increased membership. The members of the Council who 
had had the matter in band had finally settled the plans, and they had signed 
a contract with a well-known firm of builders to carry out the work. He 
thought he might say with accuracy that the contract was for a smaller 
sum than the estimates which were presented to and approved by the 


Lrprary, 


As to the Library, 500 volumes had been added in the course of the year 
and it was one of the most valuable libraries in London. At present it 
consisted of 38,000 volumes. 


Lecat Epvcatton. 


Coming to the question of legal education, alluded to by Mr. Ford and 
Mr. Pennington, he thought it was in a very unsatisfactory state, but he 
did not blame anybody for that. Experiments had been tried and the 
result had not been satisfactory. He thought the Council were well- 
advised in proceeding slowly and very cautiously before they committed 
themselves to any new plan. Of course, they largerfunds now. The 
amount really given, he might note in passing, for legal education this 

was between £3,000 and £4000, and not exactly the amount spoken of 
+ = Ford. There was only £800 granted to the provincial law 
societies, and he (the President) would like to see that increased. He had 


a hankering for seeing a well-considered and feasible echeme proposed 
which would meet with the approval of the profession and would tend to 
raise the standard—the in'ellectual standard—and the professional know- 
ledge of the young men who were now being brought into the profession 
of the law. ‘[hey could not afford to stand still any more than anyone 


else. The demand to-day was for a higher type of men in every descrip- 
tion of work, whether of the hands or of the brains, and that demand 
must be followed, and he hoped it would not only be followed 
but passed. He thought one of the advantages which would 
accrue to the society from the choice which had been made 
of his succeseor was the fact that they would have during this moat 
critical year at the head of the Council and the profession one who had 
taken a strong interest in the education of lawyers and in other a 
ments of higher education, and who was intimately acquainted with the 
University of London. He had heard the debates for the last twelve 
months about legal education, and his mind at present was a blank sheet. 
He could not decide. There was «0 much to be said for and so much 

He thought the subject required a little more thrashing out 
before a satisfactory conclusion was arrived at. A special committee had 
been recently appointed to consider the question. That committee was a 
very strong one, and he thouglhit it would be in a better position to review 
what had been done by previous committees and to initiate what it might 
think best than the committee which had previously sat. 


Lanv TRansrgr. 


There were three questions affecting their position with Parliament. He 
had no doubt there were those sent, as there would be in any meeting 
i 0 bad very strong feelings with reference 

land transfer. The Council were of opinion, though 

there might be some slight differences of opinion with regard to the 
matter—they were of opinion that there ought to be an inquiry which 
should be independent, impartial, competent, and short, as to what had 
been the actual working of compulsory registration in London during the 
last three years. The inquiry would be very simple, and need not take 
. What was wanted was to ascertain what it had cost, whether it had 
reduced or increased the cost of conveyancing, and whether it had 
strengthened or weakened the titles of those who had availed themselves 
of it. He could see no reason, Parliament having decided that the Act 
should be an experiment for three years, why evidence should not be 
taken as to whether it bad been a succees or a failure. Those who believed 
it to be a success turely did not shrink from having their belief ned 
4 the production before an a tribunal of evidence in its favour. 
pire —— ite uti eB <- a right to shew how it was 
working what were the figures. meelf was expressing no opinion 
regard to it; but he thought the position taken up tine Couns’ 

was & wery strong one. They asked for further information before the 
of the Act was further extended. At the very last moment 


cession to those who opposed the measure. They d that the system 
could not be imposed upon any county against the will of the — 
council, and this went further, for it was required that the county cou 
should take the initiative in the matter. It could go into no om 
unless the county council asked for it. He thought the county cow 
were entitled to have some evidence placed before them before they were 
asked either to reject or assent to any resolution for the adoption of the 
Act. This was how the question stood. The Council could do no more, 
They had expressed their opinion with the greatest respect, and at the 
same time with the greatest persistence, to the Lord Chancellor, but the 
Lord Chancellor had told the present Prime Minister, who had told the 
House of Commons, that the Government see no reason for further 
inquiry. He (the President) could, however, say that the conveyancing 
members of the bar who were in Parliament were perfectly competent to 
discuss the question, and a member of the House of Commons had intimated 
that if he had the opportunity he would raise the question upon the vote 
for the Land Registry Office. There were two other questions on which the 
Council had endeavoured to obtamm legislation. They had got the Stamp 
Act put right. 
Reat Esrares, 


There had been, as the practising members knew, a question of 
— purchasers and mortgagees of real estates against undisclosed 

nkruptcies. The Council had, as they thought, convinced the President 
of the of Trade that a substantial grievance existed, and, on his 
suggestion, they had prepared a Bill which had been introduced into the 
House of Commons by Sir Albert Rollit in co-operation with the Chamber 
of Commerce. The mysterious methods of the House of Commons had 
enabled that Bill to be blocked ; he did not know why, and unless that 
oe could be removed the Bill could not be proceeded with further this 
session. 


Banxrvurt Soxicirors, 


But there was another Bill to which he attached more importance, and 
that was the Bill in reference to soliciters. The society had been attacked 
for years on the ground that they did not sufficiently guard the character 
and personal reputation of the profession. The Council were of opinion 
that one of the steps they ought to be able to take was that where a 
member of the profession had either from misfortune or from graver 
causes been unable to pay his creditors, and had become a bankrupt, that 
they should be pone to regard it asa primd facie reason why he should 
not have his certificate renewed as a matter of course. If there were 
mitigating circumstances the Discipline Committee should have the power 
not to raise the question, but if on the other hand oy Sone it was 
desirable he should not have his certificate, he should have the right to 
appeal to the Master of the Rolls. That view of the Act had been 
maintained in the court of first instance, but the Court of Appeal had 
rejected it. A Bill to amend the law in this respect had been passed 
through the House of Lords at the instance of Lord Macnaghten, but it 
had the approval of the Lord Chief Justice and the Lord Chancellor. But 
that Bill again had been blocked, he did not know in whose interest. The 
Council were doing their best in the matter, and it might be possible to 
get it through in the salvage from the wreck at the end of the session, 
At all events, he would do his utmost to assist his successor in office to get 
it through. There were many other points of interest into which he had 
not time to go, but in rendering up his personal account of the work he 
had thought it necessary to touch upon these matters, and to assure the 
meeting on behalf of his colleagues who had been serving with him during 
his year of office, and with whom he had had the honour of working for 
many years past, that the Council were doing their best and devoting their 
utmost attention to remedying the defects which existed. There had been 
no burning, no personal questions during the year. There had been 
difficult questions, and the most difficult of all—about which there had 
been no party feeling— was that to which he had alluded at the provincial 
meeting at Oxford, and which he could not close without referring to 
again, the question of the improvement and development of legal 
education. He thought that if they did something in that direction they 
would not only earn but he believed they would receive the confidence of 
the profession and the public. 


Sir Ausert Roxi1r, D.O.L., M.P. (Vice-President), seconded the motion. 
He said he had been that moment and quite un tedly called upon to 
second the report. He had the fullest sense of the high honour of the 
‘ome pny | conferred upon him by the society, a position which was the 

ead of the great branch of the profession to which he was proud to 
belong, and he hoped he should not only do his duty, but do nothing to 
derogate from the dignity given to it by his distinguished predecessors in 
the chair. In education, both general and legal, he had taken the greatest 
and practical interest throughout his life, and he hoped that 
primary attention to the subject, in connection with both the society itself 
and the University of London and other univertities, would be given by both 
himself and the Council during the coming year, and he might also intimate 
that probably additional resources might be available to them for this great 
purpore, upon which the status of their profession so greatly depended. 
Their desire for } ation in relation to professional conduct, and the 
better regulation of professional duties, and also for the amendment of the 
bankruptcy law as to the title to estates of undischarged bankrupts, had 
been prevented by such proposals being blocked, which was one of the 
worst parts of our system of Parliamentary procedure, but the Counell 
would persevere in their efforte in the interest ot the public and the pro- 
fession. All his own efforts in and outside the House of Commons should 
be devoted during his year of office to the promotion of 
fessional interests, and especially to the promotion of legai education, and 
his ex of many years aesured him of the cordial co-operation of the 


ublic and pro- 





the contest on the Bill in 1897 the Government made a very large con- 


Co and members of the society. 
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CompuLsorny REGISTRATION. 


. J. 8. Busrysrerm (London) said that ev member reading the 
must feel a sense of gratitude to the Council for the very laborious 
‘ormed by them during the past year. There was hardly a 

which affected the profession to which some reference 
been made. The particular subject which interested him was 
the Land Transfer Act. He was certainly a little disappointed 
e heard the president say that he did not see that anything 
further could be done. He thought a great deal further could be 
and he hoped the society was not going to sit down and do nothing. 
He was quite alive to the difficulties of the position. There was 
in office at present a Lord Chancellor who practically prohibited any 
'y into the matter. They had for the last six months been endeavour- 
ing to bring about an inquiry, but they had appealed to deaf ears. But 
could they not do something ? He had been invited a few weeks siuce to 
address a public meeting at Leeds called by the local law societies and to 
which all the leading men of the district were invited, including bankers, 
puilding society officials, auctioneers, and others interested. Four huadred 
people were present, and they listened to what he had to say regarding the 
ical working of the Act in London. Everybody in the meeting 
d to be convinced that there was no advantage to be gained from 
rH adoption of the Act, and that, on the contrary, it was a most 
disastrous measure ; and in the result a resolution was carried that there 
ought to be an inquiry. What happened in Leeds surely could take 
place in London, where there were so many who believed that compulsory 
registration was a disastrous matter. Why should not the society take the 
lead in calling a public meeting ? They might invite, if they liked, the Lord 
Chancellor, and if he did not care to attend, let Mr. Brickdale, the Registrar, 
or any other of his friends be present. This would not be so extraordinary 
as it appeared, because after the Leeds meeting he (Mr. Rubinstein) had 
read a paper at a meeting of the Building Societies Association at Chelten- 
ham, and Mr. Brickdale was present and joined in the discussion. There 
should be a public meeting called by the society, at which Mr. Brickdale 
should be present and at which there might be a discussion. He 
regretted to see by the report that there was to be no provincial 
meeting this year. It also stated as follows: ‘It has been in contempla- 
tion to hold a meeting in London, as in 1887, but the rebuilding opera- 
tions in progress at the society’s hall have compelled the abandonment of 
the idea of giving any general entertainment there until after the comple- 
tion of the new buildings.’’ He thought this was a matter exceedingly to 
be regretted. He looked upon the provincial meeting as most ini, 
not only for the opportunity it afforded the members of meeting each 
other, but also on account of the papers which were read, and the advan- 
tages which ensuzd therefrom. Where but at the provincial meeting were 


the members to hear what they were accustomed. to in the shape of the 
presidential address? He was sure every member looked forward to that 
with the greatest interest, and Sir Albert Rollit would have given them a 
most practical discourse. He hoped, if they were not to have a provincial 
meeting, which he very much deplored, that they would not be done out 


of the presidential address. He hoped that some way would be found of 
calling a meeting, if not in the country, at all events in London. He 
could not but express his great sense of indebtedness to the Council for 
the enormous amount of work they had done. 

Mr. Forp also joined in an expression of the valuable services of the 
Council. He was sorry that there were many omissions in the report. 
At the last meeting of the society a motion was unanimously agreed to 
expressing dissatisfaction with the present methods by which the names 
of solicitors were removed from the roll. Under the present practice the 
matter was noised abroad. Applications were made to the King’s Bench 
Court, and a feeling of discontent was raised in the public mind so that 
the profession was discreditably affected. Then there was not a word 
in the report about the Long Vacation. It was a question of growing 
consequence and importance, It was a scandalous injustice that the 
courts should be closed from the 10th of August to the 29th of October, 
and that nothing could be done to advance the interests of clients 
in the meantime. But the matter was moving. The Bar Council had 
taken it up, and had adopted a report of one of their committees recom- 
mending that the vacation should begin on the Ist of August and 
terminate on the 12th of October. That, of course, was not satiafactory to 
some, because what was wanted was a serious curtailment of the vacation. 
There was also not a word about a case which affected every solicitor 
in the country. That was the case of Neal v. Gordon Lennox. In 
that case written instructions were given by the solicitor on behalf 
of his client to Sir Edward Clarke, and by an oversight Sir Edward 
omitted to mention the important point in these writcen instructions, 
with the consequence that the Court of Appeal had actually decided 
that it was within the power of a member of tne bar in disregard 
of lis written instructions to take a course such as was taken in this 
case. And one of the first men who had endeavoured to get that 
state of things altered was Sir Edward Clarke himeelf. It was a most 
serious thing for a solicitor that ho should at any time find himeelf in the 
position of having his written instructions disregarded. The matter of 
married women trustees had been for some time before the Council. 
There were some cases in which it was laid down that the husband should 
be a party to any deeds in connection with the trust, and in others it was 
laid down that he should not. his point ought to be settled. He 
was sorry to differ from the president with rd to the new system 
of electing extraordinary members of the Council. He thought it was not 
advisable that extraordinary members should be elected for three years. 
There was danger of it coming to the same system as the election of 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Mr. Forp said that perha 


before long that would become five years, 
and by-and-bye it would 


the old : election until the member 
to rest. It was a blessing there was to be no 
. What was the value of it? Tney had a nice 
away having passed certain resolutions which were of no c 
all—they were nothing but recommendations to the Council, and 
Council took no action upon them. The supplying refreshments 
members was but the old club under a new name. 
the Law Club but the Luncheon Club, and it was a 
report said the carrying on of the luncheon rooms 
the society in some loss, which, under the circu 
the introduction of a new system, was inevitable. 
were not to know whether it was a big loss or a little x 
accounts gave it as £348 2s. 8d. Then the report said: coca 
autumn a special committee, which included several members o 
society who were not upon the Oouncil, went into the whole question 
with great care, having failed in their attempts to e with several 
Seoagenes, alvestioonenty wap Genk ee tee pagent ef sitaite 
ements. vertisements were or the 
the services ‘of a@ caterer who, for a pot fen Bg would undertake 
all pecuniary responsibility and devote his whole time and attention 
to the business. After going through the most promising of the replies 
received, the Council, on the recommendation of the committee, entered 
into an arrangement with the steward of the late club, under which he 
undertook all pecuniary responsibility in consideration of a subsidy of 
£350 per annum. This sum and the cost of the upkeep of the rooms and 
fires and lights are the extent of the society’s pecuniary engagements, and 
these e will, it is anticipated, be covered by the sums received by 
the society for table-money or commuted table-money, so that no charge 
on the general funds of the society may be entailed.”” They were not told 
the names of the committee and they were not favoured with their report. 
But the most important matter was that of legal education. He felt 
intensely gratified when he heard the president and the president 
declaring that this was a vital question and the coming president saying 
itwas the one thing he would devote his attention to. He hoped the 
society was going to grapple with it, and that an exhaustive s would 
be brought forward, so that the solicitor branch of the pro on would be 
held in higher esteem and would be better able to hold its own against the 
other branch. It was a miserable thing to spend only £800 on legal 
education in the provinces, 
ee said that a large amount was spent in London on legal 
education. 

Mr. Gray Hit (Liverpool) said the reform which had been adopted 
with to the election of extraordinary members of the Council had 
been very strongly urged for a long time by the Li 1 Law Society. 
Under the old system it was necessary to elect the president for the time 
being of a country law society. Very often he was a busy man and was 
unable to attend the meetings in London. At the same time there might 
be some other member of experience who had the full confidence of the 
provincial law society and was less engaged, and who was able to attend 
the meetings of the Council. In the case of places at a distance from 
London the ability to attend was of the first importance, and upon this 
ground the change was made. 

The Presipent said that Mr. Ford had spoken of omissions in the . 
The Oouncil could not speak of everything they had been 
every day in the year. They had put in the report matters in which 
some result had been obtained. If Mr. Ford would inquire into the 
career of the reformers elsewhere he would find that they did not get 
every reform they asked for. It was a very weary work advocating 
reforms, and there were many repulses. The report of the special 
committee about refreshments had been circulated the members 
of the society, and Mr. Ford must have overlooked it. All the story was 
told. At present there were some little extra expenses in the transition 
stage from one system to the other, but the committee who had the matter 
in charge were very sanguine and they hoped that it would form no charge 
upon the funds, as stated in the annual report. If it did, he could assure 
Mr. Ford that no one would be more constantly op to it than would 
he (the President). He fully held the doctrine that *s funds 
ought to contribute to nothing of the sort. The echeme dealt with in the 
report the Council thought would be self-sup , and if it was not it 
would have to go. No system would be maintained that was not self- 
supporting. With to married women trustees, the Council had 
drawn up a Bill which was before the Lord Chancellor, so that that had not 
been lost sight of. Then Mr. Ford raised a question about the responsi- 
bility of counsel, but that question was gomg to the House of Lords. 
They could not discuss that pendente lite. 

Mr. Forp: We could have a watching brief. 

The Presipsent did not think the society would have any /ocus standi. 
In the matter of the long vacation the Council were very powerless. The 
bar had passed a resolution to make it begia on the lst of August and end 
on th 12th of October. To his mind that was triflmg with the question. 
It was simply playing with dates. The grievance of the country was that for 
ten or eleven weeks justice was practically denied in this country. 
He was saying nothing he had not said in the House of Commons 
on many occasions, But they would never get it altered by the lawyers or 
the judges. It would have to be done by Parliament, and he was perfeotly 
certain it would decide it if it had a fair chance now. The long vacation 
would not be tolerated im any other department of public life, but the resolu- 

tion of the bar was hardly worth consideration. It was not radically dealing 
with the question. With reference to the au’ provincial meeting, 
Mr. Ford had made some of his best speeches at those meetings and he did 
not know how they had permeated the minds of the profession. No doubt 





members of the Council, which was really for life. 
The Puustpent : They were only to be elected for three years. 


like the autumnal meetings of all other societies, they all partook more or 
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lees of the nature of a picnic. The Council had endeavoured to restrict 
that, and to decrease the enormous cost to which the entertaining society 
was put. There had been an expectation that the society would have been 
able to hold a meeting this year in London, but that had broken down, and 
then 1t was too late to arrange for any other meeting. But he felt quite 
sure that under the auspices of the new president the profession would 
have some opportunity of meeting together in a social character before his 
year of office terminated. 

The Report was adopted. 

A vote of thenks to the President at the instance of Mr. Runinsrgin 
brought the proceedings to a close. 





We conclude from p. 620 our extracts from the report of the Council : 

Drafting of Acts of Parliament.—During the discussion of the new rules 
of procedure of the House of Commons the Council took the opportunity 
of calling the attention of members of the House to the resolution passed 
at the Oxford meeting, recommending that all important Bills affecting 
the general law should be referred back to the official Parliamentary 
counsel for their report as to the wording of such Bills after they have 
passed through committee, and that an opportunity should be afforded of 
amending any errors of languege and confusion of meaning, or any conflict 
= existing law to which the attention of Parliament would thus be 

wn. 

Bankruptey Law Amendment Bill.— The question of protecting purcharers 
and mortgagees of real estate against undisclosed bankruptcies has for 
many years engaged the attention of the Council, and they have 
been instrumental in effecting important improvements in the official 
indexes, the nature of which has from time to time been communicated 
to the members of the eociety. These improvements, while they are no 
doubt valuable, do not give the complete protection desired, and the 
Council have, therefore, placed themselves in communication with the 
Board of Trade, and they believe have satisfied the president that a sub- 
stantial grievance exists. On his suggestion they have prepared a draft 
Bill, which has been introduced into the House of Commons by sir Albert 
Rollit, in co-operation with the London Chamber of Commerce. The 
object of the Bill is to evable a bankrupt to make a good title to his 
property in favour of purchasers and mortgagees acting in good faith and 
not having notice that the trustee has intervened and claimed the property, 
whether they have notice of the bankruptcy or not. 

County Justices’ Clerks Bill — Certain clauses of this Bill appeared to the 
Council prejudicialiy to affect solicitors holding the office of justices’ 
c'erks, and in aesociation with the Justices’ Clerks’ Society they were 
prepared to oppose the Bill. They have reason to unders‘and that it will 
not be proceeded with. 

Conveyancing Bills —The Council regret that there is no probability of 
the society’s Bills being proceeded with during the present cession. 

County Courts Jurisdiction Extension Bilt.—In pursuance of the intention 
expressed in the annual report of last year, the Council caused to be 
prepared a Bill to extend and amend the jurisdiction and practice of the 
county courts. The Bill has been introduced by Sir Albert Rollit and has 
been printed. 

London Water Bill,—A clause was contained in this Bill to the effect that 
the Water Board proposed to be established might appear before any 
court, or in any legal proceeding, by their clerk or by any officer or 
member authorized either generally orin respect of any special proceeding 
by resolution of the board, and that their clerk, or any officer or person 80 
authorized, should be at liberty to institute and carry on any proceeding 
which the board were authorized to institute or carry on. The Council 
presented a petition praying to be heard against the Bill, and ultimately 
it was arranged that the clause in question should be replaced by a clause 
to the following effect: ‘“‘The clerk of the Water Board, or any officer or 
mein ber thereof, acting under a general or special resolution of the board, 
my authorize the institution and carrying on or the defence of 
apy proceeding which the board are authorized to _ institute, 
catry op, or defend: Provided that any information or complaint 
under any of the provisions of this Act, or any other Act, whether local 
or general, applying to the undertakings of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies or of the Water Board, or avy bye-laws or regulations made 
thereunder, may be laid by an officer or member of the Water Board or 
by the clerk.’’ 

Licensing Bill.—The Council, in conjunction with the Justices’ Clerks’ 
Scciety, have raised objections to eection 11 of this Bill, in ro far as it 
restricted the practice of justices’ clerks beyond their own districts. The 
Committee of the House of Commons amended the clause in question, but 
in such a manner as to give rise to other objections. The question is still 
receiving attention. . 

Public Sale Conditions —After careful consideration the Council hive 
a not to issue a set of conditions of sale applicable to the London 

Appointment of Solicitors to Government Departments.—The Council are 
pleased to report that representations to the proper authorities on this 
eubject have been attended with satisfactory results. 

Lazation Department of the High Court.—\mportant rules affecting the 
taxation of costs in the High Court were iesued under the Rules Publication 
Act in September of last year, and received the careful consideration 
of the Council. On the re-assembling of the courts, a deputation from the 
Council waited on the Lord Chief Justice, and discussed with bim various 
modifications, with most of which he expressed approval. The rules as 
amended were issued in December, 1901. 

County Court Rules Publication.—As stated in the last annual report, the 
Lod Chancellor had intimated that county court rules would in future be 
published in draft or otberwite fully communicated to those concerned 
belore they wre settled. The Council have had an opportunity of con- 





a —— 
sidering the draft rules as to administration orders under section 199 y 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, applicable to county courts, and have submi 
observations thereon. 

Stamps on Transfers to Continuing Trustees. —Communications have take)! 
place between the Council and the Attorney-General with reference 
section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, under which conveyances or trap 
made for effectuating the appointment of a new trustee are not to hy 
charged any higher duty than 10s.; but if a trustee retires and no ny 
trustee is appointed, conveyances or transfers necessary for vesting th 
property in the continuing trustees only may become subject to an 
valorem duty. The Attorney-General instructed the Government draught, 
man to prepare a clause to remedy the anomaly, and it has been moved 
an amendment to the Finance Bill of the present year by Sir Henn 
Fowler, and bas been accepted by the Government. 

Business in Lunacy Chambers.—Numerous complaints have been madety 
the Council of delay in the Lunacy Office, and they have made commngi. 
eations to the Lord Chancellor on the subject. 

Solicitors’ Certificates —In the annual report for the year 1901 refereng 
was made to the action of the Oouncil in refusing to issue certificates 
certain solicitors who had applied in the ordinary course under th 
Solicitors Act, 1843. According to the construction put upon this Act byt 
Divisional Court in Re A Solicitor (80 L. T. R. 720), the soviety had a discrp. 
tion which the Council were entitled to exercise. In November last th 
case came under review of the Court of Appeal and was ove. 
ruled. The decision of the Oourt of Appesi is reported 0, 4 
1901, W. N. 234. It must therefore be taken that if a solicitor applies tp 
renew his certificate year by year it must be issued to him, and that iti 
only in cases coming within section 16 of the Solicitors Act, 1888 —thatiy 
to say, caces in which a fresh certificate is applied for twelve months afte 
the expiration of the previous certificate, aud in cases coming within th 
Solicitors Act, 1899, that the soc’ety has a discretion to withhold it. Th 
Council have promoted legislation on the subject, and the Bill has passed 
the House of Lords. 

Proceedings wnder the Solicitors Acts, and the Stamp Act, 1891.—Th 
thirteenth annual report of the Committee appointed under the Solicitor 
Act, 1888, will be found in the appendix. Convictions under section 129 
the Solicitors Act, 1874, have been obtained against eleven unqualified 
persons. Convictions under the same Act have also been obtained agains 
four solicitors for practising without being duly qualified. The Oound 
have been in communication with the Commissioners of Inland Revenw 
with regard to complaints against unqualified persons, for contravening 
section 44 of the Stamp Act, 1891, and in one ivstance the commissionen 
imposed a fine of £20 upon a house ageut in Surrey for having mades 
charge for a tenancy agreement under seal which it was alleged he bal 
prepared. The Council have also given attention to the not uncommm 
practice of building societies and others permitting their unqualifid 
officers to fill up forms of conveyances and to receive remuneration for » 
doing. This in the opinion of the Council (in whch they have the co» 
currence of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue) is within the restrl. 
tions imposed by the Act. An important building society has, m 
representations made by the Council, determined to discontinue the practic, 


and consequently the Council did not think it necessary to proceed further § 


in that particular case. The commissioners also imposed the full penal 
of £50 upon a solicitor for acting in a conveyancing matter whilst without 
a practising certificate The Council communicated to the Presidentd 
the Probate Division a complaint that the chief clerk of a district probate 
registry had been transacting probate work outside his official duty ani 
charging for his services. The President, after making inquiries into th 
matter, informed the official that, in his lordehip’s opinion, he had don 
work that it was not desirable that he should perform in his private 
capacity. Seven appeals against the refusal of the society to grant 
practising certificates in cases coming within section 16 of the Soliciton 
act, 1888, the majority having been refused on the ground that th 
applicant was an undischarged bankrupt, have since the date of the last 
anvual report been heard by the Master of the Rolls, and his lordship ha 
in every case upheld the Council’s decision. 





THE GLOUCESTERSHIRE AND WILTSHIRE INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY, 


The annual general meeting of the above society was held at Ma'me 
bury on Wednesday in last week. The members met at the Bell Hotel, wher, 
after a luncheon, the business of the meeting was transacted. The following 
members were present : Mr. W. Forrester (Malmesbury), president, in the 
chair; Mr. Charles Scott (Gloucester), vice-president; Mersrs. O 
Moir and Chubb (Malmesbury); J. Bryan, F. Hannam-Clark, u. Alla 
Armitage, Nigel D. Haines, G. Sheffield Blakeway, Francis W. Jone 
H. H. Scott, and John W. Ooren, hon. tecretary (Gloucester); W. 
Warmen, A. J. Morton Ball, A. H. G. Heelas, R. H. Smith, and H, P 
Little (Stroud) ; C. Tudway, Jobn Mullings, &. W.Ellett, E B. Haygarth, 


and E. ©. Sewell (Cirencester); W. H. Kinneir and A. Ernest Withy 


(Swindon): J. G. Wenden and R. H. Penley (Dursley); H. Bevit 


(Wotton Bassett); H. C. Forrester (Shaftesbury); J. B. Winterbotham 


and E. L. Baylis (Cheltenham). 


The report of the committee of management for the past year WH 


adopted on the motion of the president, eeconded by the vice-president. 
Gratuities to the amount of £82 10s. were voted to the relatives 


deceased solicitors, and donations of £10 10s. to the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Assoc'ation, and £21 to the Gloucestershire Law Library Society. I+ wal 
resolved to continue in association with the Associated Provincial Law 


Societies for the current year. 


Mr. Charles Scott (Gloucester) and Mr. Chment ‘ludway (Cirencevtel) 
were elected president and vice-president respectively for the yes 
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The following were elected as the committee of management for 
the year encuing, together with the president, vice-president, and hon. 
yoretary: Messrs. I. Ellett, W-. Forrester, J. B. Winterbotham, E. C. 
Sewell, A. i J. Bryan, A. J. Morton Ball, J. P. Wilton Haines, and 

_H. Kioneir. 
5 following new membera were elected: Messrs. Geo. R. Bonnor, C. 
Granville Olutterbuck, and Ralph Fream (Gloucester); E. ©. Elwell 
Highworth); A. W. Ohubb and F. E. Smith (Malmesbury); 8. B. 
Vorrison (Swindon); R. H. Penley (Dursley); W. F. B. Warman and 
7.8. Whittingham (Stioud). 

4 yote of thanks to the retiring president concluded the business of the 











The Sembers then drove to Charlton Park, and, by the kind permission 
ofthe Countess of Suffolk, viewed the famous collection of pictures there, 
and afterwards proceeded to Lea Cottage, the residence of the President 
(ir. W. Forrester), where they were entertained to tea by Mr. and the 
Misses Forrester, returning thence to the Bell Hotel, Malmesbury, to 
dinner. 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.—The number of members is now 112, of whom 78 are 
go members of the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom. 
The committee would urge upon those members of their society who are 
not likewice members of the latter society the desirability of becoming so 
atan early date. 

Funds of the Society.—Having regard to the amoutt of the accumulated 
fands of the society, it may be worthy of consideration at an early date 
whether its scope of usefulness might not be advantageously widened. 
The fonndation of an exhibition of £50 per annum tenable by a ron of a 
member at either Oxford, Cambridge or London, to enable him to take a 

eo in law, would be a novel and beneficial step by this scciety, and 
night lead to emulation by similar societies. Nothing would be better 
calculated to raise the tone of the profession, or establish a broader 
educational basis. But at the present time the suggestion is only made 
asa matter for future consideration. 


Conditions of Sale.—A resolution passed at the last annual meeting ran 






















thus : 

“That the Associated Provincial Law Societies be requested to con- 
sider the question of preparing a form of conditions of sale applicable, 
say, to the West of England or other large areas of the country.”’ 

After discussion, the committee decided to enlarge and better 
define the scope of the resolution by inserting after the word 
“applicable”? the words ‘‘to the sale of all properties situate 

in the area covered by the ‘‘ associated societies.’ In this 
shape accordingly the resolution was forwarded to the secretary of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies. The secretary at once submitted the 
reeolution for consideration to the various societies included in the 
association, and followed up his action by calling a special meeting in 
London on the 13th of December last. Your president and Mr. Bevir 
attended the meeting, and personally placed the resolution before it ; but 
inasmuch as the inclement state of the weather prevented the arrival of the 

















adjourned until the annual meeting of the astociation. The annual 
meeting did not take place until the 11th April last. It was then held at 
the Law Institution, with Mr. Ellett in the chair, and your president 

moved the resolution, which was seconded by the repre- 
tentative of the Wolverhampton society. The feeling of the local 
tocieties appeared, however, to be so strongly udverse to its 
adoption that your president, with the approval of the chairman and the 
assent of the seconder, deemed it advisable to withdraw the resolution. 
Evidently the time has not yet arrived for the acceptance of any univerzal 
or quasi-universal set of conditions of sale. Upon the withdrawal of the 
society’s resolution, your president intimated to the meeting Lis intention 
to submit a further resolution, enabling avy member of a society affiliated 
tothe Associated Law Societies to make use of the conditions of any other 
of those societies in case of a cale within the area of that particular society. 
Upon his opening the subject, however, he was met with an uvanimous 
assurance from the representatives of the other societies that it was the 
accepted custom to always supply to members of each other's societies 
copies of local conditions of sale for ure, and that consequently no such 
farther resolution was necessary. Your president therefore feeis himself 
Warranted in assuring the committee, and, through the committee, the 
members of this society, that whenever any member has the conduct of a 
tale in any district of Kngland he can always avail himself of the local 
conditions of sale in use in that district by an application for copies 
through the secretary of this society. It is believed that this will be of 
ble practical utility and advantage both to practitioners and their 








clients, 


Land Transfer Acts.—At the annual provincial meeting of the 
Incorporated Law Society at Oxford in Uctober, 1901 (at which your 
president and Mr. K. 0. Sewell were present) a paper on this eubject was 
read by Mr. Rubinstein, of London, and a consequent resolution was 
passed, urging the Council to take measures to obtain an inquiry into the 
Working of the Act since its adoption within the County of London. As 
4 consequence of this resolution the Council prepared a report upon the 
subject, and the secretary of the Incorporated Law Society issued circulars 
% the country law societies requesting them to obtain eng to 
petitions to the House of Commons for an independent public quiry into 
the working of the Acts, and to solicit the assistance of Members of Parlia- 
mentto that end. Your committee very carefully considered this proposal 

om the point of view of a country society formed t» protect the Eamets 
solicitors. It appeared to them that at present the operation of 


which have a tenable right to interfere are the City of London and 


the London County Coumci!l. The country at large is protected 
by the provisions in the Land Transfer Act of 1897, which leaves 
the further extension of the measure to the action of the county 
councils. And it appeared to your committee inexpedient to take 
any prominent part in regard to the application of the Act to 
the City of London, there being indications, since confirmed, that no 
general public inquiry would at present be granted. Your committee 
therefore resolved that this society would concur in any joint action which 
might be recommended by the Associated Provincial Societies. The sub- 
subject was accordingly brought before the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies at their meeting on the 11th of April. The same suggestions 
presented themselves to the members of other societies than our own, and 
the following resolution was moved by Mr. Ellett from the chair and 
seconded hy your president: ‘‘ That the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies will be prepared to use their influence in support of any motion 
in Parliament to obtain an independent public inquiry as to the working 
of the system of compulsory registration, but are of opinion that in the 
absence of definite and satisfactory arrangements as to the nature and 
method of the Parliamentary action conte mplated, it is not at p:esent expedi- 
ent to petition Parliament or to direct public attention to the eubject in 
the provinces.” This resolution was passed unanimously and forwarded 
to the Incorporated Law Society, and that body has since recognized that 
for the present the subject of the Land Transfer Acts is exclusively a 
London question. The full consideration of the Act of 1897 which this 
incident has led to has brought into greater prominence than hitherto 
appreciated, the importance of the county councils to the country at large 
in this particular. Your committee cannot too strongly urge upon every 
member of this scciety the importance of keeping every county councillor 
witbin the orbit of bis influence fully informed of every case of delay, 
legal difficulties, or undue expense, which may come to his knowledge 
or notice consequent on the operation of the Land Trausfer Acts in 
London. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
PrevtmmmNary EXAMINation. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on tne 2nd and 3rd of July, 
1902: 

Attenborough, Samuel Bernard 
Bell, Sidney : 

Blake, Frederick William 

Bock, Jobn Vincent . 
Bothamley, Henry Walter Hastings 
Brigden, John William 

Briggs, Trevor Charles 

Brook, Herbert William 

Carter, John Frederick Heathcote 
Carter, Robert Charles Heathcote 
Clarkson, Alfred Bairstow 
Clifford, Ernest Alfred 

Collins, James Gordon Fenn 
Coventry, Joseph Robinson 
Cowley, George Hamilton Ivens 
Oroysdale, James 

Curtis, Richard James 

Dale, Robert Jacomb Norris 
Dickson, Arthur Hubert 
Dowson, Noel Vecil 

Eldridge, Edmond Henry Maurice 
Ellis, Unarles Harold 

Kvans, John 

Fawcett, John Francis St. Aubyn 
Flooks, William Trevor 

Foster, Hugh Matheson 

Freer, Maurice Charles Lane 
Friend, Leonard Michael 

Gaskell, Geoffrey Whittall 
Gooch, Sydney Hillstead 
Griffiths, David William 

Hanson, Walter Herbert 


Keogh, Alfred 
Langham, John Uppleby 
Layne, Charles Edward 
Linley, Herbert 
Little, Reginald St Jobn 
Llosd, Richard 
Loxdale, Gecffrey Francis 
Malcolm, Roy alexander 
Martin, John William 
Milburn, Wiiliam Martin 
Morris, Raymond Eardley 
Moses, Edward Alfred 
Osborne, Gerald 
Peekett, Reginald Frank 
Pharo, Axel Christian 
Phillips, David Moses 
Pope, Godfrey 
Quilliam, William Henry Billal 
, Robert James 
Roberts, Bertram Sautelle 
Shepley-Taylor, William Leonard 
Smith, Herbert 


Spence 

Stacey, Herbert Leonard 
Symes, Charles William 
Tagart, Samuel Peter Bourn 
Thomas, Gwynne 

Thorpe, Jobn William 

Ty acke, Charles Noel Walker 
Vandamm, Algernon Douglas 
Walker, Rainforth Armitage 
Ward, Alfred Douglas 


Helmar, Roy Heimerow Watts, Arthur 

Hinds, James Oswald Whitcombe, John Herbert 
Hutton, Arthur Miles Widdows, Onarles James 
Jones, Uyril Gordon Wilkinson, John Gay 
Jones, Richard Tudor Woodwark, George Graham 





It is doubtful, says a writer ip the St. Jumes’s Gazette, if ever two 
verbatim reports of a speech are quite alike; and spaakers and reporters 
frequently disagree as to a certam word used by a speaker. *‘ But [vo 
kept my notes, and they can’t lie,’’ says one, only to tind on referring to 
both notebooks that each has written down a different word. Une 
remembers a singular instance in the Law Courts, where Lord Russell once 
made a short speech of such interest that every newspaper in Eagland 
reported it, It was there were in London alone 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Otirronp Wrnpxam Hoxeare, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
Obancellor of the Diocese of Salisbury. 


GENERAL. 


On Tuesday the following Bills received the Royal Assent: The Finance 
Bill, Royal Naval Reserve Volunteers Bill, Cremation Bill, Wild Birds 
Protection Acts Amendment Bill, British Museum Bill, Police Reservists 
Bill, University of Wales (Graduates) Bill, Musical Copyright Bill, 
Imperial Institute Bill, and other Bills and Provisional Orders. 

A member of the American bar, who is aleo a member of the English 
bar, has, says the Times, presented the Royal Courts of Justice Bar Library 
with a complete collection of American statute law. With the English 
and Colonial statutes now in this library, these volumes form a unique 
collection of the statute law of the English-speaking countries. 


On the I7th inst., in pursuance of the direction given by Mr. Justice 
Buckley, forty-eight petitions, most of which were for the winding up of 
companies, were in his lordship’s paper. The petitions had been ordered 
to stand over generally at various dates from the 21st of January, 1893, to 
the 11th of December, 1901. Forty-five of the petitions were dismissed. 
In a few cases counsel ap and asked for costs, but were refused. In 
one case a compulsory order was asked for, but was not granted. 


One of David B. Hill’s first lawsuits was, says the Canadian Law 
Review, @ non-jury case, in which the opposing counsel was one of the 
best attorneys in New York State. Hill made a speech which lasted 
about three hours. It was such a speech as might be expected from a 
young lawyer, and it was very trying to the court. After he had finished, 
his opponent arose and said: ‘‘ May it please the court, I intend to follow 
the example of my young friend and submit the case without argument.” 


Judge Barber, of the Court of Common Pleas, of Lucas County, Ohio, 
says the Canadian Law Review, issued an order a few days ago by which one 
Charles Newingham is specifically restrained from loafing. The petition 
for a restraining order was brought by William G. Simon, proprietor of a 
restaurant, who complains that Newingham continually loafs about his 
place of business, annoying the employees and harassing customers with 
intent to destroy the goodwill of the business. He alleges that it wouid 
be useless to bring suit for damages against Newingham, as no collection 
could be made and that the offence is not of such a nature as the police 
court would notice. The court, after considering the petition, issued the 
_ and if Newingham continues to loaf he will find himeelf in contempt 
of court. 


It is announced that the King has been pleased to approve of the 
appointment of a Royal Commission to proceed to South Africa to inquire 
into the sentences imposed by military courts established under martial 
law in the South African Colonies and Protectorates, and to report 
whether, in the case of persons centenced to terms of penal servitude and 
of imprisonment and to the payment of fines who are at the date of the 
report of the Commission undergoing any such sentences or have not paid 
but are then liable to pay any such fines, it is expedient, having regard 
to all the circumstances, that such sentences or fines should be remitted or 
reduced. The commissioners will be empowered to examine the records 
of the proceedings, depositions, and other documents, and, in any special 
case in which they deem it necessary, to call before them persons whom 
they may judge likely to afford any information upon the subject of the 
Commission. The commissioners to be appointed are the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, Mr. Justice Bigham, and Major-General Sir John 
Ardagh, K.C.LE., and Mr. Gilbert Mellor, barrister-at-law, will act as 
Sous . The Commission will eail for Cape Town on the 9th of 


On Tuesday 2 petition by the Middle Temple having reference to the 
sum of money realized by the eale of New-inn for the purposes of the new 
thoroughfare between Holborn and the Strand came before Mr. Justice 
Farwell]. It appeared, says the Times, that in 1745 New-inn was leased 
by the members of the Middle Temple to the treasurer and ancients of 
iew-inn for 300 years at a yearly rent of £4. When the London County 
Council (Improvemente) Act, 1899, was before Parliament, it was agreed 
between the societies of the Middle Temple and of New-inn that, subject 
only to the life or other interests of the ancients of New-inn in chambers 
held by them and to the occupation leases of tenants, the fee simple in 
poseession of the inn should be sold to the London Courity Council, and 
that after discharging the costs, charges, and expenses of the parties to the 
agreement, the purchase-money should, up to the sum of £150,000, be 
divided in certain proportions between the Middle Temple and New-inn. 
After the passing of the Act, it was further agreed between the two societies 
that the life interests of the ancients of the inn in the chambers held by them 
(for which they paid merely a nominal rent), including their claims for 
com: ion for disturbance and removal, should be included in the tale 
to the London County Council; and that they should receive in reepect 
thereof the sum of £26,000. After the London Oounty Council had 
served notices to treat for the acquisition of the inn for the purposes of 
the proposed improvement, it was finally agreed between the Middle 
Temple, New-inn, and the ancients, on the one hand, and the London 
County Council on the other, that the total amount to be paid by the 
London County Council should be the sum of £157,500. In A , 1901, 
an action was commenced by the Attorney-General by and at the relation 
of the I Law Society against the treasurer and ancients of 
New-inn see @ declaration that so much of the purchase-money paid 





by the London County Council as compensation for the purchase of the ing 
as might be allotted and apportioned to the society of New-inn wag a 
charitable or public fund applicable for the purposes of legal education, ang 
that a scheme for the regulation and mansgement of the said charitable 
fund might be settled by the court. It has been propoced that the 
purchase of the inn by the London Oounty Council should be 
according to the provisions of section 53 of the Act of 1889, and that the 
whole of the purchase-money should be paid into Meesrs. Child’s bank 
as mentioned as that section ; but the county council declined to complete 
the aoe in that manner, on the ground that the title of the inn to sali 
the leasehold interest under the lease of 1745 had not been made ont t 
their satisfaction ; and with the assent of the Middle Temple and of New. 
inn, the county council purchased from the ancients collectively they 
life interests for £26,000, including compensation for disturbance, anj 
also agreed to purchase from the societies of the Middle Temple and Ney. 
inn their respective interests for £131,500, and they paid that sum inty 
court. The present petition asked for an order that this money should bs 
paid out to the respective claimants in the shares mentioned in th 
schedule. One of the items was that a sum of £55,000 should be paid t 
the Attorney-General for the purposes of a scheme of legal education, the 
above-mentioned action being compromised on those terms. Mr. Justics 
Farwell made the order asked for. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALE3 OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


July 99,—Mesers. Desennam, Tzwson, Farmer, & Baipczwarer, at the Mart, at 2:- 
West Norfolk: Freehold Residential and ing Estate of about 403a 2r. 7p , know 
as Caversbam House, in the of Wereham, about five miles from Downham 
Market (onthe main line G.K.R.), and three miles from Stoke Ferry. The meds 
of the West Norfolk Foxhounds and the Downham Harriers are within ey 
reach. In One Lot, with Possession. Solicitors, Messrs. Reed & Wayman, Downhan 
Market, Norfolk, and Messrs. Field, Roscoe, & Co, London.—Newhaven, Sussex: A 
Freehold, Manorial, Agricultural, and Sporting Property (free from Land Tax), 
about 882} acres, known as Decton , extending from Newhaven Town BStetion, 
and comprising the major portion of the parish of Denton. Also, asa separate Li, 
63 acres of Freehold Building L opposite Newhaven Town Station. Soliciton, 
Messrs A, F. Griffith, Davie, & Smith, Brighton.—City of London: Freehold Inves- 
ment, producing £180 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Charles Bannister & Reynolds, 

(See advertisements, July 19, p. 4 ) 

July 31.—Mesers. Dasennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Beipcewares, at the Mart, at 2:—Th 
Jciners’ Arms, Westminster-bridge-road: A prominent and well-placed freehold 
Fally-licensed Public-housee, occupymmg a good corner position, with frontages of about 
105f¢.{to Westminster-bridge-road. Freehold Licensed Properties: The Vi M4, 
Ben Jonson-road, Stepney, at the corner ef Carr-street Ss house) ; let a 
lease at £100. ‘the Two Brewers, Giffin-street, Deptford (fully licensed) ; let on lease 
at £45. Solicitors, Messrs. Pakeman & Read, London. (See advertisements, July 1, 

. 4.) 

Jay Mee. FaresroTuer, Eviis, Eczrton, Brzacu, Garsworruy, & Co., at the 
Mart, at 2 :- Freehold Business Premises, No. 30, Old Bond-street, situate on the wat 
side between Piccadilly and the Royal Arcade, having a frontage and pues depth, 
wish a superficial area of 1,450 feet. There is spacious double-fronted shop wit 
show-room, effices, &c, in rear, also extensive cellarag b it, Bol: 
Messrs. Parson, Lee, & Co., London. (See advertisements, July 12, p. &) 

July 31.—Mesers. Hexay Cuapman & Co., at the Mart, at 1:—Freehold : Shop sal 
Premises, No, 2, Pemberton-row; let at £105 per annum; area about 1,015 equate 
feet. Freehold: No. 84, Johnson’s-court, a three-storeyed Workshop, at the rear d 
the above;. let at £50 per annum; area about 735 square feet, Solicitor, 8, 7. 
Kingston, Zeq., London, (See advertisement, this week, back page.) 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette,—Faipay, July 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuirep 1s Caanogry. 


Causan Cagmican Co, Limtrep (1x Liquipatiom)—Greditors are required, on or befor 
Aus 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, 
to Richard Fhillips Pike, 86 and 36, Wind st, Swansea, Linklater & Co, Bond & 
Walbrook, solors to liquidators 

Common Wear Coxsotipatep, Limrrzo—Petn for winding, presented July 15, directed t 
be heard Jaly 29. Spyer & Sons, 63, New Broad st, solors for the petner. Notice of 
” must reach the ebove-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon d 


28 
Gas | Fouzia Patents, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 


21, to send names & resses, and particulars of their debta and claims,™ 
Prescott Macfarlane, 138, Leadenhall st 


Hinam Maxim Laur Co, Limrrep—OCreditors are required, on or before Aug 27, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walt# 
Francis Mills, 37, Walbrook 
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are required, on or 

QUIDATION Gyn ota icon 
uired, on or before Aug 30, 
a their debts ant dada, to 


Porawa Orn Co (Roumantra), Exonee (on Ts ' 


before Aug 30, to send their names 
claime, to Baward Wallace my po 4, 8t Mary Axe . 

gamr Axprew's StzamsHir Co, Luntzp—Creditors are 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
J. Merrett Wade, 5, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Tvaxisk Réciz Export Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug to 
send in their names and a dresses, and the particulars of thelt debts and claims, to B 
Charnaud, 169, Piccadilly. Travers-Smith on, Throgmorton av, solors 

Warxrvs & Co, Lunrep (1x Liqurpation) tors are — on or before Aug 18, 
to their names and , and of debts or claims, to 
Robert James Ward, 2, Clement’s inn ass & Enever, Coleman st, to the 


liquidator : 
WestunsteR Press, Lantrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 15, directed to be 
J . Riddell & Co, 9, John st, Bedford row, solors for the petners. Notice of 

eh cf above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


i must reach the 

West Brorxc pies Icz Fer Cop Sueasas Co, Laurea Cention 9 a 2 
fore A send their names addresses 1 their 

vione, toe Willi "Halifax Commercial Bank chmbrs, Bradford. 


Guylad'& Co, Haier forthe igedat 
o, ‘ax, solors for r 
Oa Civus Cuampers Co, Liuirep—Creditors are pooner’, on or before Aug 25, 
to send their nawes and addresses, he particulars of debts or claims, to John 
Lane, 20 Blake st, York, Cowling & Swift, York, solors to the liquidator 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, July 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep mt CHANCERY. 


Hoytixc & Co, Limrrep, Felling-en-Tyne—Creditors 
to send their names and addresses, and the f 
French, 47, Johnst, Sunderland. Huntly & Co, Sunderland, solors to the liquidator 
Monckton Main or before Sept 8, to send 
their names and addresses, and the debts cl 
ue, 86, King st, Manchester. solors to liq 
Sensitizep Paper Manuracturine Synpicatz, Luarep—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented July 17, directed to be heard Aug 5. Stileman & Neate, 16, Southampton et, 
Bloomsbury, petners in person. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 4 
Swiss BarLway SyYNpIcaTz, Limrrzp—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to 
their names emd addresses to A. C. Giton, 11, Queen Victoria st. Warner & Co, 
Fiasbury circus, solors to liquidator 
TrarrorD PowER anv Licut Surriy, Liumrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
EN a and the particulars ef tneir debts or claims, 
ds Edward Ernest Johnson, 78, King st, Manchester. Hawkins, Manchester, solor 
0 iq 


Usion Mortaace Bayxine anp Trust Co, Luntrep—Creditors are req! on or 
articulars of 


before Sept 23, to send their names and addresses, P their or 
claims, to Right Hon John Young, 16, Eldon st, Liverpool st, Ashurst & Co, 17, 


Throgmort n ay, solors to the liq 








Wanrnine To Intenpive Hovse Purcuasers AND Lzesszgs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Co. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Telegrams: Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
misster.—[Anve.) 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Ciam. 

London Gazetie,—Fuipvay, July 4, 


Bacz, 1. Emit, Walm lane, Cricklewood, Professor of Music July 23 Mottram v Bach, 


Farwell, J Turner, Gray’s inn sq 
Permit, WILLIAM SquinretL, Mexborough, York, Boot Dealer Aug 1 Westwood v 


Pettit, Buckley, J Squire, Leicester 
vt London Gazette.—Tuxspay, July 8. 
KER, Wituiam James, Nottingham, Lace Dresser AugS Meats v Baker J 
Lee & Watts, New inn, Steed . tes rg 
Forriy Puitie Cuares, Saint Mary’s Newhouse Waterhouses, Durham, Clerk Aug 2 
Osborne vy Fortin, Buckley, J & Nicholson, Queen st 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cuaim. 
London Gasette.—Tuespay, July 15, 

A.ver, Marruew, Sunderland Licensed Victualler Aug 16 Bell & Sons, Sunderland 
— ALETANDER Buve, South Anstan, York, Veterinary Surgeon July 26 Alderson 
Buacxsurs, Many, Bradford Sept1 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 
ares. Groras, Hove, Brighton Aug 12 Snow & Co, Gt St Thomas Apestie 

ppuRY, Exiza, Crampaall, Manchester Aug 10 Lancashire & Humphreys, Man- 
Cain, Emity Lucy, Liverpool Aug19 Evans & Co, Li 


Curroxv, Witt1aM @zorae, Grosvenor st Augill H &C Collins, 
WrorD, Ropert Dawson, Weston super Mare Sept 1 





& Pridham, 


Cum ssepaive rd 
P8TON, Florence, Wetherby, nr Leeds Aug23 T & T Martin & Liverpool 
Duxtira, James, Woolston, Poon Aug 12 Jenkins & Co, edi 
ICKINSON, GRor@E Francis, Sutton, Aug 15 Kerby, Lancaster pl. Strand 
pores, THomas, Bishop’s Waltham Augi6 Gunner & Renny, ’s Waltham 
ENWIOKE, JOHN WiLkinson, Neweastle upon Tyne Aug 14 & Co, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 
Ganoixen, Euma, Highbury Aug1é Clowes & Co, King’s Bench walk 
it Wituiam, Worcester, trical Lessee 1 Stallard & Son, Worcester 
mEENYOOD, J antes Waicnr, Crosshills, ar Keighley, Wine Merchant Aug2 Dewhirst, 


eigh 
Hackwontn, Gonos, South Shields, Grocer Aug 27 Newlands & Newlands, South 


Haus, Jawrs, Macclesfield, Cab Driver A 
) * ug 8 May & Son, Macclesfield 
Matiay, Guonce, She field, Wire Manufacturer, and Ewity Tuompson Hattam Aug 18 
Bsr, Justus, Bradford, Merchant Aug 26 Earle & Co, 
O880N, Sanan, Formby, Lancs Aug 17 Masters & Rogers, Liverpool 

Heat? Wittram Bauru, Littleborough, Lancs, Caretaker Aug 1 Chadwick, Rochdale 
pocues, Euwa Estar Ciive, Put Aug 4 Miller & Son, Liverpool 
nae Heiexa Esruen Tony, Postene Dorset Aug 4 Miller & Son, Liverpool 

mi Billigereg Joun, Ulster ter, Regent’s Park Sept 8 Druces & Attlee, 


'UTOHINGS, EPHRAIM, BSept1 Vallance & V: Essex st, Strand 
Jonzs, Rev Jonn akg ~ Sm, Aug 29 Pilley fas Te Bedford row 
May, Epirs Sra, St 
Manto, Geoncs, Brixton 
MELLER, Bens Amin, 
Mezison, ALBERT, Hoxton, Coach 


Mowreriozz, Ewxa, Portman sq 10 Wi & Co, New ct 

Parrrxson, 8anaH, Cleator, Oehbestend , my & Co, Penrith 

Piacort, Lucas Courtney, Bishopagate st 2 Thomsons & Co, Cornhill 

Fam. GrorGE gummi Ryhope Colliery, Durham, 16 Ray & 
ay, Sunder’ 

Sune, Jou, Eieteall, Chast, Joiner Aug 4 Royle & eee Chester 





RAVENHILL, JANE, Arboretum, — <= 

] 8 15 & » 
RicHARDSON, Capt Harry Szymour, Cheltenham Aug : a e 
SaLTHovsE, 


Rusatox, ALBERT Henry, 
i Manchester 
IZABETH JANE, Lytham, Lanes Augi4 Clarke & Co, Preston 
S.essor, CHanLes Hitpesrann, Exeter Aug 13 y & eae 
Stacey, Joseru, Heckfield, Labourer 16 Martin & Reading 
Turcxert, RicnarD, Huddersfield July 31 & Co, Huddersfield 
Tuomas, Lucy, Gloucester Aug 20 Lengier Gloucester 
Tusox, Sanau, Dalton, a? ll & Oo, Spring gdns 
Waire, Matcotm Cuaries, Walton, Liverpool, Cashier July 23 Bell, Liverpool 
Witxinson, Estaze, Moor st, Shaftesbury av, Fishmonger Aug 31 Watson & Co, 
Vv 


Whittington a 
Woop, Sanan, Horsham Aug 20 Coole & a 
Woop, Tuomas, Horsham Aug 20 Coole & Horsham 
London Gazette.—Fauipay, July 18. 


Amson, Ex1zasern, Liverpool Aug 28 Quiggin & ~~ 
ArmiTacE, HeLex, Harrogate Aug 31 Fowler & Oo, 
Barrerssy, Henny, Nottiogham 80 Truman & Scook, Ni 
Gramshaw Brighton 
Grocer Aug 16 & Shentons, 





Beaumont, WALTER Henny, iy ~ +e 
Beaziey, Grorce, Alresford, 

Winchester 
Brown, Wriu1am, Shrewsbury Sept 1 OR 6 COW Beet 


& Co, 
CampBELL, yo? aa Co, Aldermanbury 


eg ny vi rd Augié Wi & Co, Bloomsbury 

WDEN, RY JOSEPH, 

E.tsz, GzorcEe Wit, Chesterfield, « Bepté Gratton, Chesterfield "= 
Sept Hooper & Oo, 


—- ‘Tuomas STRATTON, Ed 


Farmer, Evizasets, Kentish Town Aug 2? Micklem & Holli Gresham 
Puusowm, ‘Lovrsa Eurty, Bishops Nalin Sept 1 Hills, Lincoln's inn, fields 


Fisner, Coaries Hawxins, Stroud 
Southampton Aug 6 Barber & Sons, St 


Foster, Auaustus Smitu, 
Switbio’s In 
Gassior, CoaRtEs, Markin July 81 Hill & Co, Old Broad st 
Gray, Samuzt Ocravus, Rudgwick Aug 7 Bentwich & Co, Guildhall yd 
Hatt, A:s0e, Pradhes North’ Confectioner Sept'1 Denison & Slater, New- 


ne 
Hancock, Wiit1aM Henry, Hove Aug 81 & Co, 
Hezaty. "nas, jun, MD, Gower 4 Gloceay pt & Manduell, Wool 


Hicarm, Ewa Janz, Kendal, Licensed Victualler Aug 2 Barwise, Kendal ® 
Ho.tiow —_ Aug 12 Daniell & Price, Ni 
Houime, ‘Reman UGHES, Kuatafora: Chester, Tailor Aug 30 & Oo, Man- 


chester 
me Witu1am, Newton, Cambridge Augié Metcalfe & Co, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s 


Liyyect, Resscca, Reading Aug 20 Martin & Martin, Reading 
Lowrme, Marra, Kilburn Aug18 Jacobs & Josephs, Moorgate st 
James, Grorce Lewis, N Pembroke Sept 29 Morgan & 


James, Many Ann Seymour, St Cornwall Aug2i ‘Thomas, 
Kenyon, Wit.1am, Besea a ee, Farm Produce Broker Sept 


Kwane, Cag, Dentist AugS Roberts, Bristol 

Krowtns, Hocuns, th Anne's, Lan 20g %3 Lawuen & Os, Manchester 

Lau, Jouy, » Aug 18 

Last, —_ Bury 8t {os 11 Greene, Bury 

Masmuart, Rey Artruur Srimonps, 
‘Ashby de la Zouch 


MERRYWEATHER, JamEs, Bolton Sept29 Hutton & Co, 

Miévi MarcarerTta, Church Stretton, 8alop Aug 6 

Micuer, Cecii1a Matiipa, Forest Hill ~—, & 

Muspay, ALICE, thead on Sea Aug 30 & Lea, Old Jewry 

Patmer, CHARLES, South Hackney, Aug 18 

Parrot, Emmanvugt Pisere Louis, Royal cres, 
Southwark 

Pranrce, Gaanau Reveunss, Goin & Co, 

Poove, Rey Witt1am, Hom End, nr Ledbury Septi Humfcys, Hereford 

Puigstiey. Hannan, West Vale, mr Halifax Aug & Sons, Halifax 


st 


Cornwall 
16 Wilmot & 


ee. ‘ - 

Miller, Woot Boneeian 
tn yA 

ug 30 Birt & Co, 


Putte, Rev Faepericx Witia: Devon Aug 27 J &8 P Pope, Exeter 
Roy, Rey Rosgegr Eve.ry, Oct 31 Millington & Boston 

Rupp, Tuomas, Wimbledon Common Sept 15 pany AE st, Piccadilly 
Ruruxrrorp, soseen, Singapore, Straits Settlements, Engineer Septi Murray & 


Co, Birchin 
—- Exzonors, Burchetts, Keymer, Sussex Aug 31 Upperton & Bacon, 
on 
SuxruerD, ADAM, Prestwich Aug 19 Webster, Manchester 
susawrete, Exiza, Handsworth Aug .. Beale & So, Sata "i 
IMPSON LIZAB Blackheath Freeman Son, 
Sirs, Gzonce, Walworth “Grarchant & Oo, Deptiora . 


Aug 30 
Sorter, G Owen, Yorks, Licensed Victualler Aug20 Ohatham & Son, Kingston 


SouTHa.t, ELLEN, Lancs Aug 31 peer ig erty 
SouTHWw NTONIA Marina, Aug 11 Furnival st 
Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer 11 Halliwell, Oldham 


— 


ByER, Ricnarp, Northampton Aug 20 Shoosmith & 
Wasron Boise Wing's Lyn: Delldee Aug 20  Beloe & Baloe, King’s Lyon 
RD, ARD, 
Wanton, Joun, Gasdith faeoose ‘Aug 31 & Pratt, Cardiff 
‘Watson, nn, Sturton by Stow, Wheel Sept S Iveson & Son. Gainsborough 
Waavan, James Vaveuan, Kiamayn, Africa, Collector Aug 2) Biyth & Co, 
Westcorr, Right Rey Brooxe Foss, DD, Bishop Auckland Aug 23° Wilson & Co, 
Wuearttey, (nancies, Hopton, Mirfield, Yorks Aug 80 Ibberson, Heckmondwike 
London Gazetise.—Tusspay, July 22. 
Au zr, TH , Warwick, Painter Sept 1 Boddington & Bond, Warwick 
Avsrin, Satan, Tott . Aug 38 Buttle, ai ¥ 
1uey, Taomas, Thorne, Farmer Son, Thorne 
Bat, is a hee a eee 20 «6Ashurst & Co, Throg- 
morton av 
Sanan, Audenshaw, Lancs Aug 16 Hamer, Ashton under Lyne 
‘eoman & Ingham, 


oon, ag ¥ Aug 2 ~~ Leeds 
, Joun. Hudderstield, Farmer Aug Fisher, Huddersfield 
Slaughterer 











Joux, » Horse 1 B & White, Winchester 
, Auuza, Bowness om Windermere a Gane’ Wishenos 
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74, Bedford row 
Cox, Grorcr, B th, Accountant Aug 30 Ricketts & Co, 





Fo.sy, Mary Jane, Lower Edmonton Aug 22 


Greex, Wittian Hvuen, Studley, Warwick, Farmer 







Hitt. Curistorver, Poole Aug 30 Dickinson, Poole 








Mew, Cuaries James, Sout"sea Avg 23 Robinson. 





Jewry 








Peruix, Henry Story, 
ghall st 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.x—Tusspay, July 15. 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 
Simsxrt, Gronce Frepericx, South Lowestoft, Suffolk, 
tticoa M t @t ¥ th Adjud Aug 21, 1901 
Apnul July 11, 1902 


Sovrn, ALExanper Boyack, Colnbrook, Corn Merchant 
Windsor adjad Sept 27,1899 Annul June 20, 1902 













Loxwdon Gazette.—Frivay, Ju'y 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bacox, Jonx Hexey, Rawmars! 
Pet J 
GrorGE 






uly 15 Ord July 15 
Wittram, Newtown, Montgomery, 
eeper Newtown Pet July 15 Ord Ju'y 15 






Brastey, 
Inak 








ford Pet July 14 Ond July 14 






July 12 OrdJuy 12 

Crarkg, Roper Frepericx, Brosd st House, Selicitor 
High Court Pet May 6 Ord July 15 

Conex, Zea. Chapel et, Peatonville, Draper High Court 
Pet July2 Ord July 14 

Coxway, Rosert Witi1am, Bedminster, Bristol, Draper 
Bristol Pet July 16 Ord Jaly 16 

Dark, Fraxcis Joseru, Leopgaitha, Victoria, Aust'alia 

h Court Pet Wec20 Ord July 14 

Dowxgs, Grorcr, Newport, Salop, Plumber Stafford 
Pet July 9 Ord July 9 

Dorritt, Besreau, Smethwick, Staff4, Baker 
Bromwich Pet July 15 Ord July 15 















Bantay, Frepericxk Wiiwram, Bury St Edmunds, 
Tre Outfitter Bury st Edmunds Pet July 14 
Ord July i4 





Eyre, Water, Chesterfiell, Grocer Chesterfield Pet 
July 16 Ord July 16 
Fry, Abeanam. Bristol, Licenxd Victualler Bristol Pet 
July 15 Ord July 15 
Gaosvexor, Joseru Hexey, and Atyrep Hunter, Leeds, 
Aerated Water Manufacturers Leeds Pet July 15 
Ord July 15 
Hvssoys, Hexry Gronce, Heavitree, Devon, Hairdresser 
Gxeter Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Joxzs, Grouse James. Searbo:cugh, Printer Scarborough 
Pet July i4 Ord July i4 
Leatureraxp, Wi.i1am Heyny, Wyneswold, Leicester, 
b Lewester Petduly 16 Ora July 15 
Mackay, Dowxarp SBrows. ‘tredegar, watchmaker 
Pe.July 15 Ord July 15 
Maxsuat, FitzRoy Dyxes, Clapham Wandsworth Pct 
Jume 14 Urd July 15 
MitpessaLt, Cnartes James, Reading, Confectioner 
ading Pet July 12 Ord Suly 12 
Moszey. James, Leicester, Kookmaker’s Clerk Leicester 
Pct July 15 Ord July 15 
buipore, Incia High Court Pe: March 27 


uy 16 
Bezro, Jacxsox, Bish:p Auckland General Dealer Durham 
PetJuty 14 Ord July 14 
Suaurizs, Axpzew, Bolton, Bread Baker Bolton Pet 


Jaly 35 Ord Ju'y 15 
BSnont, Grorcz, Allendale Town, Northumberland, 

F, Pet July 4 =(O.0 
duty 14 


Neweastie oz Tyne 

Suirn, Jauzs, Chslsey, Berks, Shopkee: Oxford Pet 
July 14 Ord July 14 = ge 

Swirs, Wittiam MiLLaRp, Stoke, nr Clare, Saff 1k, Grocer 
u Pet July 15 Osd July 16 

Greaz, Jopx Wittiam, and Ove Cueisriax Jensen, 
are Bacon Bmoters Galford Pet Juiy 1 Ord 

7 

Tuomas, Eriington. Warwick, Picture Dealer 
Birmiogham Pet Juiyi5 Od Jay 15 

Trizz, Wirtiam, Letc ster, Usbinet Maker Leicester 
Pett July 14 Ord July 14 

Trizy, Fazp, Westoury sub Mendip, Farmer Wells Pet 
July 16 Ord July 14 

Watnstzy, Jonx, Biackburn. Draper's falesman Black- 
burn Pet July 16 Ord July 16 




































Wirz, Dayio Berney, and Janes Bauxes Pavey, 
Penrbycaxe, ™ » Grocas Baogur Pet July 
15 Ord July 15 





Wittssme Cuanies Bicuasp, Borough High st, Bouth- 
war! Bigh Court Pet duy 15 Ord July 16 
Witusams, Joux bANCIS, Mensi Bridge, Anglesey 

Bangor Pet Julyi2 Ord July 12 
Victualler 


Wittiams, Eitvesress Naoow Lieccased 
Nentwk 
Yorks, Stock Broker 








h Pet July 14 Ord July 14 
Wiser, Wittssm Hexey. Mirtidd, 












Creaton, Joun Davies, MRC3, Hammersmith rd Aug 21 Johnson & Master, Theoba'd’s 


th 
Ex.ere, Sanan Jaye, Brighton Sept1 Lacy & Co, Philpot In, Fenchurch st 
-e aogae* Co, Jewry st. 
Brmingham 
a. ranean, Rochdale, Dry Sosp Manufacturer Aug 20 Jackson & Co, 


e 
Hares, Anne, Weet Bromwich fept1 Cochr+ne & Peacock, West Bromwich 
Hay. Wittiam. Lee, Kent Aug 23 Tyrwhitt & Marshall, Oxford 


Hopkins, Gzorct, Birmingham, Manufacturer Septi1 Fallows & Cochrane, Birmingham 
Loxe, Rev Bevry James, Hitchin, Herts Oct 18 Withers & Withers, Arundel st, 


Lyons, 8anan Horton. Bradford Sept 25 Hutchinson & Sons, Bradford 
Mawnina, Mortimer, Chiswick Augi7 Jones & ig Sao ng st 


36a 
Aug25 Whitehouse & Co, O14 | 
| 


Moran, Witiiam, Sutton Coldfield Sept 1 Crockford, Birmingham 
pstead, Ware hour Aug 


ith 
Mites Jouy Hensest Stone, Trinity st, Borough, Tailor 


h. ur Rotherham, Draper | 


West | 


¥eA Juigi2 Ord July i2 i 





Ba’ 


Aldga‘ rmskir 


ldgate 
pt 2 Wright & Marshall, 
Hughes, Shrewabu: 


Smira, Berry, 





WavyrorD, &pwarp, Ki 
Wassincton, Epwarp 


30 Basnister & Reynolds, 












Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jul 


Saunpers, Katie Erusy, Peckham 
Manchester Pet Junel4 Ord June 30 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


/cyew, Atexanver Belper, Derby, Coal Merchant July | Tr 


25at1130 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


——— 


Co, Bristol 


Poyser, Epwix Josiau. Beccles Sept 29 BF & H Landon, New Broad st 
Price, CaarLes WeTHeRe.y, Lower Clifton 
Pyg, Rosert, E-st Rustoa, Norfolk, Innkeeper Aug 22 Goodchild, Norwich 
Pyg, pee Lydiate, nr Ormskirk, Licensed Victualler Sept 1 


hill, Bristol Aug?22 Gwynn & 
Kennedy & Glover, 


Reprorp, Tuomas, Winchester, Veterinary Surgeon Sept1 Bailey & White, Win 
Ropserts, CHaRLotte, end Gzorcs Rosears, 


ewabury, Licensed Victualler roy 


ry 
Ross, ANNIE, Walton st, Pont st Sept 29 Wake & Sons, Sheffield 
Suaw, Wricut Uerpert, Unde:c'iffe, Bradford, Butcher Augil Banks & Co, Bradforg 
Rochdale Aug 22 Standring & Co, Rochdale 
Surrn, Grorcr, Walwnth Aug 30 Marchant & Co, Deptford 
SmiTtn, Mary, Oakington, Cambridge Au 
Srongs, Tuomas, Peterborough aug 18 
WALKER, a Joux, Twyford, Southampton, Grocer Sept1 Bailey & White, Wig. 
cbes' 


Wacker. Rosa Lyoia, A'resf rd, fouthampton Sept1 Bailey & White, Winchester 
’s Lynn, Builder Aug 20 Be 
Arcus, Dudley, Solicitor Aug 25 Warmiogton & Co, Duiley 
Witmer, Henry fuomas, Eastleigh Sept1 Bailey & White, Eastleigh 

WinyiraitH, Ricnarp, Titsey, Surrey, Farmer Avg15 Dommett & Son, Gresham at 
| Wix, Caro.ixg, Suibiton Hill Augié Charlton 


17 Stanley, Cambridge 
ilmshurst & Stoves, Huddersfield 


lee & 


Beloe, King’s Lynn 


Baker, Kingston'on Thames 





| SransEct, Witt1am Epwin Josers, Brighton July % 
2 Off Rec. 4, Pavilion blégs, Brighton 


4: | 
Park rd, Milliner Tayvior, Aavpert Start, Cheltenham, Draper July %at 


| 8.16 County C.urt bidgs, Chelte: ham 

| Tuomas, Grupgrt WitLiAM Epwakrp, Northwich, Pictur 
Desler July 25at330 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

ER. WittiaM, Leicester, Cabinet Maker July 23 a 
183) Off Rec, 1, Berriige st. Leicester 


Axprews, Gzorcz Atrnep Reading, Baker July 3lat 12) wire Grorae JAMES Wimbledon July 25 at 11.3) % 


Queen’s Hotzl, Read 
| Barrye, Tuomas, Walsall, Carpenter July 29 at 11 
Rec, Wolverhampton 
| Benprey, Jacop Georcs, Stockbridge, Southampton, 
| Harvess Maker July 29at3 Off Rec, 172, 
| Southampton 


Salisbury 
Ree, 25, Joha st, Sunderland 


| Cuarco, ( HARLES Hewry, Cardiff, Butcher July 25 at 12 | 
Care, Jonx Josern Rovent, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet | 


117, 8¢ Mary’s st, Cardiff HS 
Crarx, Roseat Frepesicx, Broad st House, Solicitor July 
28atil Bankrup'cy bidgs, Carey 
Craxton Recityatp Harry, Ipswich 
Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
| Craytoy. GeorcE, Scarborough, Stationer July 25 at 11 30 
Off Rec, 74, Newborovgh. Scarborough 
ConsTantTins, James Briertie’d, Coramission Agent July 
25at1145 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Buraley 
Cow .isHaw, Frepeaica, Leeds. Greeogrocer July 25 at 11 
Off tec. 42. Park row. Leeda 


CavuTTEenpen, Freverick Joun, Brighton, Saddler July 25 


at il Off Kec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Curter, Eanest Joun Waren, and Samus. Spencer 
Haywoop, Lowest ft, Contractors July25at115 Off 
Rec, 8, Kiag st Norwich 

Date, Gzorce Binstur, Cheltenham, Timber Merchant 
July 26 at 345 County Curt blégs, Cheltenham 

Dark, Francis Joseru, Leongartha, Victoria, Austra'ia 
July 29atil Bankrup‘cy bldgs 

Davey, ARTHUR ord, Farmer 
Rec, Bridge st, Northsmpton 

Fantny, Frepesick Wittiam, Bury St Edmunds, Trave'l- 
ing Uutfitter Augsat2 The Angel Hotel, Bury 8: 
Eamun 

Epmonos, Bexyamix, Harwich. Stationer July 30 at 2 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Gotvsrone, Laurence Preston, Wicchester House, Old 
Bro.dst July 28at12 Bankruptcy b'dg’, Carey st 

Havuerr, Henry Geeano, Battersea July 25 at 12 24, 
Railway app, London Bridge 

Ho.rz, B Dogax, Cromwell cres July 30 at 11 Bankruptcy 
blogs, Carey st 

Hvssoxs, Hzwry Georce, Heavitres. Devon, Hairdreszer 
July 31 at 10.30 Off dec 13, B.dford circus, Exeter 

Jackson, Wiit1am, Colne Blacksmith Jaly 25 at 11.30 
xchange Hotel. Nicholss st, Burnley 

Jacops, Monracuse, Qaeen Victoria st July 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jzavons, Davip, Brownhills, Stsffs, Grocer July 29 
at 1130 Off Rec, Wolverhamp‘on 


Car.isite, Harotp Herpman, Bournemouth, Cycle Factor 
Ju'y 25 at 1230 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, 


| CarverniLtt, Davip, Sunderland, Joiner July 25 at 3 
Boswortn Josrrs Heyy, Leigh Essex, Builder Chelms- | Off 


High st, | 


at 
July 30 at 10.30 Off | 


Railwav app. London Bridge 
Off | Wu 


oLToN, SyivesteR Leicester, Shoe Clicker July 2% st 
| 1280 Off Kec, 1, Berridgs st, Leicester 
| Wittiamson, Jonn, Ashford, Kent, General Warehous. 
man July 26 at 11 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Cante- 
| ary 
| Witroversy, D O, Piccadilly, Motor Car Dealer July 
atill Bankruptc7 bldgs, Carey st 
| Wrrson Witiiam Meney, Mirfield, Yorks, Stock Broker 
July $5 at 3.15 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bacoy, Jonn Heney, Rawmarsh, nr Rotherham, Draper 
} Sheffiela Pet July 15 O:d Jaly 15 
| Bayrietp, Georct Henry Seavington St Mary, Soma 
set, Farmer Yeovil Pet April4 Ord July 14 


| 


| Bosworrn, JosEPn ee a Essex, Builder Chelms- 


| fora PetJulyl4 Os 


} 


| 
| 


, Carey st 
July 25 at 1230 Off | Hauierr, 


July 14 

Burcalty, Samvet, Kingswood, Gls, Boot Dealer Bristol 
Pet July 8 Ord July 14 P 

Cave, Joun Josera Roses, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
July 12 Ord Jaly 12 

Barray, Feepericx Witiiam, Bury 8t Eimurds, Travel 
ing Cueaties Bury 8t Kdmunds Pet July 14 On 

uly 1 

Eyre, Watrtsr, Chesterfield, Grocer Chesterficld Peé 
July 16 Ord Jul¢ 16 : 

Fey, Asranam Lawrence Hill, Bristol, License 1 Victualler 
Bristol Pet Jaly 15 Ord Jal¢ 15 

@aosvesog, Josep Henry, and Atrrep Hunrer, Leeds, 
Aéra’ Water Manufacturers Leeds Pet July bb 


Ord July 15 
nl Gerarp, Battersea Wandsworth Pe 
april 80 Ord July 16 : 
Husson, Henry Grorcs, Heavitree, Davon, Ha‘rdresser 
Exeter Pet July1é Ori July 16 
Jackson, Sawan, Elgin av, Maida Vale High Court Pa 
Juue5 Ord July 15 
Jones GeorGe James, Scarborough, Printar Scarborough 
Pet Ju'v 14 Ord July 14 


| Jupce, Micaagn Marx, Bond st, Hotel Manager High 


Joxzs, Georcz James, Scarborough, Printer July 28 | 


at 11.20 Uff Rec, 74, New borough. Scarborough 

Joxts, Samus, Verby, Game Dealer July 26 at 11 Off 
Ree, 47, Full st, Verby 

Kxicut, Marx. Walsall, Beerhouse Keeper July 29 
at 103) Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Lacy, Frascis Dysox, Gracechurch st Cigar Merchint 
July 25st il Bankrup'’cy bldgs Care7 

LeaTHERLAND, Wittiam Genry, Wymeswold, Leiczster, 
Biackrmith July 25 at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Leicester 

Luorvp, Samvug., Twynyrodyn, Merthyr Tedfil, Labourer 
July 2at3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Marz.ow, Bexny Caanrves, 
ati2 Off Kec, Wolver'am: 


Court Pet Peb 2i Ord Ju'y 14 
Lacy, Fraxcis Dyson, Gracechurch st, Cigar Merchsat 
High Curt Pet July 10 Ora July t6 
LeATHERLAND, WittiAM Henry, Wymeswold, Leicester, 
Blacksmith Leicester Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
MoOvt10ca, Cots Jomy, Gt Winchester st Gigh 
Pet June!0 Ora July 14 
Mackay. DowaLp Baown, Tredegar, Watchmaker Tred gat 
Pet July16 Ord July 15 : 
MitpenHALL, Cuastzs James, Reading, Confectime 
Bead: Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Mosesy, James, Leicester, Clerk Leicester Pe: July % 
Ord July 15 


yl 

Panmixter, Harry, Blackheath, Kent, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Greenwich Pet June12 Ord Jaly 15 

Rzep, Jackson, Bishop Auckland, Durham, (ianeral Dealer 
Durham Pet July 14 Ord July 14 


| ae AnpaEw, Bolton, Bread Baker Bolton Pé 


Wa'sal', Collar Maker July 23 | 


ptou 
Morcar, Davin, Carnarvon Pruiterer’s Assistant July 25 | 


at3 Orypt chmbrs, Chester 

Parxineos, Wiittam Henay, Bradford, Pat her 
July #atit Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradf 

Rovistoxe Ricuarp, Notcingham, Painter July 25 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Vastle pl. Park st. Nottingham 

Savvoxy AgTuur Hexecer, Clapham common July 26 at 
1280 24, Ratiway app, London Bridge 

Banceast, Hesny Jony, 
wright July 26 ati Townhall, r 

Baunpvess, Francis, Adelphi ter, Strand July 30 at 11 
Barks uptey bidgs, Carey st 

Bucruvep, 4eTave Bitsox, Gt Grimsby. Painter July 26 
atit Off Bez, 16, Osh rne et, Gt Grimaby 

Brescus, Janes Faevenwn, Crediton, Devon, 
Manufacturer July 25 at 11.40 Off Rec, 13, Bedford 

cireus, Exeter 


Boot « 


Easthampstead, Berks, Wheel- | 
indso 





aly 156 Ord July 15 

Suirn, James, Ch leey, Berks, Shopkeeper Oxford Pe 
July 14 Ord July 14 

Surra, Joun Lioxer, Eccleston sq. Horse Dealer High 
Court Pet aprili9 Ord July 14 

Sarva, Wiitiam Miciapp, Stoke, nr Clare, Suffolk, Grocer 
Uambridge Pet Jaly 16 Ord July 15 

Tixx, Tuomas, Brdiogton, Picture Dealer Birmioghs® 
Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Tytey Faep, Westbury sub Mendip, Farmer Wells Pet 
July 16 Ord July 16 

Watastey, Joux, Blackbarn, Draper’s Salesman Bilack- 
burn PetJaly 16 Ora July 16 

Wurtz, Davin Benay, and James Barnes Passer 
Penryborhire, Caraarvon, Grocers Bangor Pet July 
15 Ord July 15 

Witiiams, Cuartes Ricuanp, Besengh High st, South- 
wark, Tai High Court PetJuly 15 Ord July i 

Witiusams, Davin Bpowarp, Mountain Ash, 
Abesxdare Pet July 4 Ord July 16 

Witisams, Joun Caancis, Menai Bridge 
July 12 Ord July 12 

Witiiams, Sitvestern, Nantwich, 
Orewe Pet July 14 Ord July 4 

Wiisoy, Wituiam Henny, Mirfield, Yorks, Stock Broker 

Dewsbury Pet July 12 Ord July 12 


Bangor Pet 
Licensed Victualler 





July 26, 1902, 




























| Suly 25 a 
r July Ba 
rich, Pictur 
we 
July 23 at 
at 11.3) 9% 
July 2% st 


Warehouse. 
st, Canter 


ler Julyas 


tock Broker 
tley 























1m, Draper 






ry, Somer 
(14 

er Chelms. 
ler Bristol 
Jardiff Pet 


is, Travell- 
ily 14 On 


erfield Pet 
L Victualler 


‘ER, Leeds, 
a6 July 6 


worth Pe 





















La ‘rdresser 
Yourt Pa 







ar borough 
ger High 
Merchsat 









5; July 
e's Clerk 
ral Dealer 
tm Pé 
ford Pet 
er High 
lk, Grocer 
mioghss 
‘ells Pet 
. Black. 













Pasay, 
Pet July 


t, South- 
July 
Draper 
jor 6=Pet 
‘ivtualler 


: Broker 

























_July 26 1902. 
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 pmended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 1 : 
uELTON, Witi1am Frank, Bottesford, Lincs, Farmer 
@t Grimsby Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


London Gazette. —Tuszspay, July 22, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BowLEs, Aare Henry, Clapham Common, Draper 
ae Pet & July 18 Ord 3 July 18 
BuBRrows, i ant’s Manager 
Salford Fee Jul * 18 Ord Jaly 18 
eens. sae Swansea, Draper Swansea Pet July 
7 uly 1 
(uzxneLL, Jony, Maidenhead, Clerk Windsor Pet July 
ol wt wd +, 4 5 a+ Assistant Birming- 
ask, W1L1.1AM, Coven! 8 b.) 
e nam Pet July 18 July 
Gourraunst, FreorRick Guancts, ‘butte, Architect Derby 
Pet Joly? Ord July 1 
Genrer, ae yp tm Pag Grocer Norwich Pet July 18 
1a July 1 
Oona, Hensy Groree, and Mary Exizapers Curtine, 
i’s at Cliffe, Kent, Farmers Uanterbury 
Pet Jule 18 Ord July 18 
Dorie, Jonx = Brighton, Market Gardener 
Brighton 18 


Bowanps, a4 ‘ortses, Hants, Financial Agent 
Portamouth Pet Juty 4 Oid July 18 
fixas, Davin, Berners st mans, Berners st, Piano Dealer 
Court Pet June25 Ord July 18 
Esceti-Pacet, Epwarp, Samed st, Dentist High Court 
Pet Juce 19 ot July 18 
a — ‘ord, Herts, Diaper StAlbans PetJuly7 


Po ag ee James, Cheriton, Kent, Charabanc 
Canterbury Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

ar mrt James, York, Grocer York Pet July 18 

Fox, non Stratford, Fishmonger High Court Pet 
July 17 Ord July 17 

Sn Tomas, Burslem, Staffs, Tailor Hanley Pet 
Jwy16 Ura ‘July 1 

Kmout, Hexry James, Mu: 7 Hadham, Butcher Hertford 
Pet Juty 16 Ord July 16 

laea Tely _ ALD, Eastbourne, Hairdresser Eastbourne 

at Boas, Marlborough rd High Court Pet July 

‘ yi 

Nswuax, Wiutiam, Birmingham, oe Merchant 
pirminghem Pet July17 Ord July 

Noppge, LUTHER ABNOLD, orn p+ Sheffield 
Pet June 19 Ord July 17 

Prrsy, Joun, Northampton, Boot Manufacturer North- 
ampton Pet July is Ord July 18 

Pagston, ARTHUR, Saitley, Rewieem. Stationer Bir- 
mingham Pet July 17 Ord J 

Puuunc, Eiiesua, Leytonstone, School Proprietor High 

PE yy Ake June aw Ord ~ 
ER, EDERICK RTHUR, ton, Hairdresser 

PE ng on Ly 3 Bet ly 17 Ont duly i 

sw, WitLiam. Herne er Court P 

Jolvi9 Ora July19 . 

Srganixc, Westy, Beaumaris, sapere, Confectioner 
Bavgor Pet July17 Ord July 17 

fgursz, Bernarp, Keinton Mandeville, Spneenet, 8tone 
Ontter Yeovil Pet July7 Ord July 18 

Brocxiuy, Exv.en, St Leonards on Sea Hastings Pet 
duly2 Ora July 18 

Twanv, Frepenicx, Dorchester, Baker Dorchester Pet 

¥ Juty | A July 18 

ILKINS, J, Upper st, Iain, ton, Ir.nmonger High Court 

weet July ‘. Ord daly 1 " “ 
DWARD, JEREMIAH JOHN, Ba te, Greengrocer 
Canterbory PetJuly17 Ord July 17 


Bacox, Joun H ng =~ pm mE! herbam, 

, JOHN Hewry. Ra’ Rot D 

duly 29 at 12.30 Off Bre, Figtree la, She field Kecttd 

Brasizy, Gzorce Wu1Lu1AM, Newtown, Montgomery, 
Innke per July 30atw.3) Nol, High st, Newtown 

Brazes, Franx, Bath, Haulier July 30 at 11.15 Off Ree, 
26, Balawin st, Bristol 

oa, James, Reading, Painter July 3iati1 Queen’s 


Bryyarr, Srernex, Oldhill Farm Winford, Somerset, 
ey July 80 at 11 Off Rec, 2, Baldwin at, 


tol 
peney & Sons, Lydford, Devon, nee pe July 29 at 10 
Ped op. 6, ‘Athen. mn oon, ive Plym t cle tiossies 
28, Toomas Henry, Preston, Builder July 29 at 10.30 
liens, Wasshon, token ton, No folk, es 
y » WILLIAM, ms orfolk, Coal Agent 
2at115 Off Reo, 8, Kiag st, Norwich a oe 


Catz, Joun J 
ty sjoonra Ronuer, ff, Grocer July 30 at 11 
Cuvcx,’ Wiiuiam, Li Anchttost duly 80at2 Off 


verpool, 
een Vem a gs 
»4evda, Pentunville, Draper July 81 at12 Baok- 
Ps Tuptcy bidgs, Carey st : 
OvnoY. RoperT WiLi1aM, Bedminster, Bristol, TF aad 
Towlly 82 at 11 45 Off Reo, 26, Baldwin st, Bris 
Ownes, Geornae, Newport. Saiop, Gea a aa 1 at 
1145 Messis Wright & Weathead's Ottice, 1, Martin 
at, Pore 
KELL-Pacet, Epwarp, Oxford st, Dentist A 
F Bantru tey bidgs, Carey st % a 
naan. REDERICK, Redbourne. Herts, Dealer July 30 
F at12 Off Reo, ¥5, temple chmbrs, Temple av 
— Freverick Jamxs, Cheriton, Kent, Ch 
proprietor Aug7at9 Off Keo, 68, Castle at, Can.er- 


y 
FLowsx, Ronenr James, Skeld 
, ’ te, 
rox 81 at 12.00 Off Hee, 1b fo Hed House, bid _ 
ORGE, Stratford, Futon A ie - 
»,, itp bldg, — ger Aug lat vip * wok 
’ “aye y Bristol. Licensed Victualler July 30 at 
: eo ane ony =| % ry! 
“he pa Henny, and Aurrep Huyren, Leeds, 
ted Water Manufa 
22, Park row cturers July 29 at 11 if Ree, 





Haroreaves, Roveat, Preston, Butcher July 29 at 11 Cuaasee, Banee 6 and Waay Evizasers Cuatine, 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 8t one Gitte Kent, Farmers Oanterbury 
Hoy.anp, Grorcr, and Tuomas May Srooxss, Gt Grimsby, Pet July 18 ord, July 18 
Wood Turners J July 29 at 11,30 Off Rec, 15, Osborne | Downes, , Balop, Plumber Stafford 
st, Gt Grimeby oe J Ord July 19 
Levuscaner, Oswa.p. Eastbourne, Hairdresser July 29 at | Fatio Soomank Redbourne, He :ts, Dealer St Albans 
2 Mersra Coles & Sons, Seaside rd. Eastbourne Pet July it Ord July 15 
Mossry,James Diwonp Blackheath July 29 at 11.80 24, | Fisner, Frevesice James, Cheriton, Kent. Charaban 
Railway app, Loncon Brid grey Jaly 1% Ord Jaly 16 
Newnick, fo nto Rows, Liverpool, Clothier July 30 at | Frown. Rosgar James, rgate, York, Grocer York 
12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Bemeee, Luter ARNOLD, Seemed Traveller July 29 at am, an Stratford, Fishmong2r High Court P.t 
Off Rec. Figtree In, She Ord July 17 


eae A, Barry, Blackheath, Solicitor’s Clerk July 31 eum ~~ Lay nr Whitchurch, Salop, Farmer 
: Crewe June 30 Jaly 18 


at i130 24, Railway London B: Pet 
Pearse, Pair BuicHt, *Ringebrid Licensed | Houtum, Grorcr, Dover, Hairdresser Canterbury Pet 
Victualler July 29at11 Off Of fee, 6 Ath 6, Atheneum ter, Juse 16 Ord: July 18 
Plymouth Kxicut, Hexsy James, Much Hadbam, Herts, Butcher 
Reousien, & Sone ons Ae mg Strand July 31 at 12 Sertford Pes July 16 Ord Juty 18 
Leuscayer OswaLp, bourne, Hairdresser Eastbourne 


MILLER, p+ ee 


OR Aa Pan Botton, Four Dealer July 29 at 3 Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
Off Rec, 1 9, Exchange s Cirencester, Grocer Yeovil 
Siinassy. A.raep, Gt Grimsby. Draper July 29 at 10 Off Pet June 80 Ora J 


5. Osborne st, Gt Grimsb Perey, Freperick James, rlerloy Hill, Staffs, Furnitare 
Brean, Sons Wiis, and Ove a J , Salford, Dealer Stourbridge Ord July 17 
m Smokers Aug 1 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, | Pazstoy, Arraur, Birmingham, Stationer Birmingham 


pee Hr Pet July 17 “Ord July 18 
Srirr, ai 3 hr Witiram, Cradley, Worcester, Baker July 30 | Rorer, Frepenick Arraur, Darlington, Hairdresser 


W 8 Mobberley, Solicitor, High st, Stour- Stockton on Tees Pet July 17 July 17 
Saunpers, Katie Ernst, Peckham Park rd, Dressmaker 


Tyiey, 4, Westbury sub Mendip, Somerset, Farmer Manchester Pet July 14 Ord July 17 
Alieniale Town, Northumberland. 


Juty 30 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Ba'dwin st, Bristol Snort, Grorce, q 
User, C G, Lower James st, dolden eq June 30 at 12 Fruiterer auutee Sen Pet July 14 Ord 

Bankruptcy bidgs. cod tail, July 16 
Wicatmay, James Wind ar Silloth, Cent, aan, WILuiAm, Ets Ss ay, Designee High Court 

Commission Agent Aug 6 at 12 Off Hec, 34, Fisher st, aking 7 ord J 

Carlisle Srgarina, Wester, «A Avgiesey, Confectioner 
Witxiys, J, pine. Ironmonger Aug 1 at12 Bank- Bangor Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

ruptecy bidgs, Uare y st Tayior, Gzornce Futter, Woolwich, Saddier Greenwich 

Witu1ams. Eric Guanine, Bexhill on Sea, School Pro- Pet June 23 Ord July 17 

prietor A 12 at 239 County Court Offica, 24, | Tooma A Witt1am Epwakgp, Northwich, Picture 

Cambridge rd, Has Crewe Pet July 9 Ord July 19 


tings 
Woop, James, Denstone, nr Uttoxeter, Carpenter July 29 | Tizarp, ‘Paspensox. Dorchertsr, Bak r Dorchester Pet 
at12 North Stafford Hotel. Stoke up-n Trent July 18 Ora July 18 
Wooowarb, JERemtan Joux, Ramsgste, Greengrocer Aug | Vocoropovios, Joux Consrantixg, Athens, Greece, 
7 sb Manchester Pct Juse 20 Ord 








at 9.30 Off nec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury ~ ovine Merchant e 
19 
ADJUDICATIONS. Tanwon>, Auraep, Aston, Warwick, Builder Birmingham 
Bic am nese, Tpeoees, Devon, Builder Plymouth Pet June 5 Ord July 17 
1 uly Amend substituted f r that published in th 
Bu axeen,’ Foun, jan, South Shields, Glass Merchant - —_ = yndon Gazette of July 13: P 
Bo ——— tJ wg ~ hy | ) Saeed ~ Draver’s | Hagpixc, Henny James Walsall, Piumber Walsall Pet . 
wLES. ARTHUR Henry, Clapham moa. . “4 a 
‘Assistant Wandsworth Pa saly ie Ord July 18 July 10 Ord July 10 
Buntixc, WiL11AM, Grimston, Norfoik, .oal Agent King's ADJUDIJATIONS ANNULLED. 
Boe ety ore iG Merchant’s Manager | Woon, Roszat Hexax, New Lise Top, Drighliastoo, 
— “ie Yorks sBook-keeper Bradford Adjad Feb 24, 1837 
Ann uly i/, 


— ‘Pet June Ord x. Boura-mouth, Cote Shae Atiestos, Cuas.tes Heoiey, Lowestoft, Suff lk, Block- 
ors Lig ye K, Hilgro' “ey South Hampstead, Silk maker Gt Yarmouth Adjad Sept 17, 1887 Annul 
it 


h Court pt July 11 Ord Juty 18 July 19, 1902 
° Pala’ rd, Newington, | McIyrosa, Jamns MoCurstock Jarrow, Darhem, Clerk 
oa alld kde ay Pet March 27 "Ord July 14 Neqeastle on [yse Adjud Dec 19, iso4 ‘Anau! July 





Edmonton 
Ounxxtt, Joux, Mtaidenhoed, Clerk Windsor Pet July 16 17, 1902 
Cuanae, Witssam, Coventry Babes’ Assistant Birmlog- | Where difficulty is experienced in proc uring the 


ham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Conway. Ropert Witiiam, Bedminster, Bristol, Draper Souicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 


Brig Fut daly 16 Oak Sety requested that application be made direct to 
Cu g~ tip Norwich, Geene. Norwich Pet July 18 a Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


MERRYWEATHERS 


COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 
and WATER SUPPLY. 


Three purposes provided for at One Minimum Cost. 
Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 


MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 


«London Brigade’? Hand Fire Pump - £5 5 0 
(With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by which three-fourths of 
the fires in London are put out every year.) 


‘«*Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from - - £5 0 0 
Hydrant Systems, from - - - £30 0 0 
Pressure Augmentors for High Buildings where water 
service is at low pressure. 
SPECIAL SPRINKLERS FOR LIFT SHAFTS. 
Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS’, 63, Long Acre, W.C., LONDON. 
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HODGSON & CO,, 


AUCTIONEERS OF RARE AND VALUABLE BOOKS ANI 
LITERARY PROPERTY OF EVERY DESCRIPTION. 


Libraries and smaller Collections carefully Catalogued and promptly offered for Sale. 


Removal arranged for. 


Monthly Sales of Law Books. 
VALUATIONS MADE FOR PROBATE OR OTHER PURP Orta 


AUCTION ROOMS, 115, 


ESTABLISHED 1809. 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


Packing and 


" 


{ 








ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., | 
NEEDS HELP. | 


J. @ WAINWRIGHT, 


INANCE.—A large London Financial 
mm tion, now being established, Requires ~ 

of a Few Gentlemen with from £1,000 to 
10,00 ,000 bends seat on the board ; liberal terms.—Address, 


Willing’s Advertisement Offices 125, Strand, | 
| to, W.C. eter 


HE ADVERTISER Seeks Engagement | 
West Bad) not ot s South pref rte oe Town | 
phe ) t) hese  apetenee’ Yonveyancing 


expert Shorthand Writer. 
—Apply, ‘Batra, 685 55, Solicitors’ Journal ’’ Office, 27, 
Chancery-lane, W C. 


= + SESEES. — Solicitor visiting 

uring August would be prepared to 
Undertake a few Cumauiabons .- from English Solicitors.— 
CuristcHeRcH, Box 656, “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, 
Chancers-lane, W.C. 


Treasurer. 














ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 1880). 139 and 141, 
t, — Resident, Daily, and Visiting Gover- 
nesses, Lady Professors oa Teachers, patie 
Companions, Housekeepers 
F er pee Ay aap Abroad; Schools 
and Educational Homes recommended. 


WANTED, Copies of the ‘Solicitor’s 
Journal,” No. 30, Vol. 45, dated May 25, 1901; 6d, 
ie Ba will be paid for same at the Office, 27, Chancery- 








CAPrraL City Offices to be Let, from £80 
to £40.—Sxanie & Haves, Paternoster House, E.C. 


Sa Trustees, and 
id or Leaseho! Nd Properties 


Country can find an immediate 
dete ie cee eaten 
Being actual purchaser, no commission required. 
OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays a 


from 9 a.m. until sunset, Admission 1s. Mondays, 
additions 


omer bay 8 6d. Among the recent is a Rock 
ountain Gost in fuil winter dress. J 


FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LiMiTED, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Paxuiamewtary Bi114, Mixvres or Evipzence, Booxs or 
Rererexct, Statements or Ciam, Axswens, &0., &o. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 














Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER 


Telephone: 602 Holbora. 
EDE, SON, AND RAVENSCROFT, 
‘ESTABLISHED 1689. 
Dp SE COURT 
hae SS, TAILORS. 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 


Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 
ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 


Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Clerks of the Peace, and Ooroners. 


CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 
93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


MAKERS. 








Every requisite under the above A Acts supplied on the 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in rr for immediate use. 


SuHare CerriricaTes, DEBENTURES, &c., ved and 


printed. Orriciat Szats and execu! 
Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
4, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeante’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 


NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 6&e. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts, 
By Feancis J. Gueen, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 





PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, | 
ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. 

Lowest Current Rates. 

Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 

Assured free of all Liability. 

Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 

LAW COURTS [RTS BRANCH: 


S UJ N INGURANOS | OFPIOR, 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 
SUM INSURED EXCEEDS £460,000,000. 











i SYPtIAN HALL wage Home of 


vita 
Mr. J. N. MASKELYNE at his Gomeany of Inimitable | 

| Artiste a ag at 3 and 8. 
mt ro miracles 


a a Pa Rg and a a, 2s.; best 
ORWIGH STREET, FETTER LARE, LONDUN £.c | Beccay ts London Children under 12 half-price: 


THE 


ATRES. 


APOLLO. 
THIS EVENING, at 815, THREE LITTLE 


Misses Hilda owe A 
Legarde, Betty Ps 
May; Bertram 


y, Lottie Venn, Madge 


Crichton, & 
Ruby Ray + Sow and 
allis, Jobn e 


Angelo, George Carroll, and G. P. hae 
DALY’S. 


THIS EVENING, at 8 
ley 


Sev 
MATINEE EVERY SA 


15, A COUNTRY GIRL: 
Fred Kaye, @ 


utiand Barrington, 
. Gilbert Portzous, C. Castile, 8, 
Wright ; Lites 


Mesaames 
+ inden, Olive 

ja Coral, and Evie 
URDAY. 


GARRICK. 


Mr. Arthur Bo’ 


urchier, Lessee a’ pe 
THIS tag at 8,15, LES DEUX x noon: 


Jeanne Gre’ 


Bernard ; es. Marie Magnier, 
Bresil. binder t the direction of , 
MATINEE TO-DAY, LAST ) 


Charles _. 
OF PLAY. 
HER 
THIS EVENING, at &. 
$ . Tre 


Vyvian Thomas 


| Mr. Stanmore. 


Tree. Miss Zeftie Tilbu 
EVERY WEDNESDA 


A. Brasseur, G 


J Tavelligre Wee Yves j } 
Messrs, Maurice 


MAJESTY’S. 
80. THE MERRY WIV 


, Miss Ellen Terry. MATIN 


a 
& 


LYRIC. 


sae) SVE, oh 8 08, ong: og MEN: Mr, 
. Ben Wi Lab 


an p Be Mr. 
illiam un., 
Mr. Leon Quartermaine ; 


r. 
I. Hyly, ur Mrmost 0 - 
eg 


‘Winton, Miss Minnie Griffio, Miss 


Miss Gertrude 


th Fen : 
Elliott, MATINEE EVERY WEDNESE 
PRINCE OF WALES. 


Pi EVENING, at 9, A COUNTRY MOUSE: 


Gr. 
and Miss Annie Hughes. 
OLD CHELSEA, 


MATINEE EVERY 


x 


ee 


= 


. EB. H. 
Preceded, af 8.15, by A Bit 


Y WED 


ax tet ol 


= 4 Uy 


Wm. Greet. 


Lessee and Manager 
THIS EVENING, at 8.15, MRR nIE ENGLAND: 
Walter Passmore, 


a = 
stone, and Ro 
Fraser, Joan Keddie, W. 


ie, W. Hart-Dyke, 


ytton, yh, 2 
— * Bows, 5 
and Rosina B 


SHAFTIESBURY. 


THIS EVENING, at 
fair, Lyston Lyle rant 
Stewart, MW? Tarver 


| M 
Ho! 
ENGA 


*Xsihur Williams, Rog 
jur 

fale Power, Robert 
Missea Henrictva Wes tao 


RAMSHO 


ad, F. Sinclair. 
EMENT, MATINEE a eyany ‘ERY ssaTURDAY. | 


STAND. 


THIS evens. at 8, A CHINESE HONEYMOO i 
Messrs. J. T. Picton, Box ELE 


Jones, ee 
Jones, Posey 


‘Childe 


ES 


$A 


° worth, 
Marie Daltra, Jessica Lait, Fann ‘weight, 
zfait, Fanny 


Kate Cutler, and Miss Lo 


WYNDHAW’S, 


Ps EVENING, at 9 
ee 


, Charles Wyndham, 
BETSY : M 


D. Bru 


8.80, b 8, 
BETS. MATINEE EVERY SATURDAY. 


Douglas, Forbes Dewenmy 
Welch; Mmes. Adela 
} Kirby, L. Waldegrave, A 











